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The Alliance ofArtists and Recording Companies ("AARC") is a non-profit organization

established to administer Audio Home Recording Act of 1992 ("Al-llbV') royalties for featured

recording artists and sound recording copyright owners, as authorized by artists and sound

recording copyright owners. AARC is the leading common agent representing featured

recording artists and record companies in AHRA proceedings.

AARC currently represents over 67,000 featured recording artists and over 400 record

companies, which collectively constitute over 6,300 record labels. AARC is an Interested

Copyright Party ("ICP") in AHRA proceedings pursuant to $ 1001(7)(D)(i) of the AHRA, which

defines an ICP as, inter alia, any association or other organization that represents sound

recording copyright owners or featured recording artists. 17 U.S.C. $ 1001(7)(D)(i) (2000). As it

has done every year since the inception of the AHRA, AARC filed two claims on February 28,

2006, one for its featured recording artists and one for record company participants. Seventeen .

other individual claimants, including C'Ella Jones, ("Jones Claim") filed for the sound recording



copyright owners'ubfund royalties'. Because Ms. Jones has not provided an example of at least

one sound recording legally embodied in a digital or analog musical recording that was

distributed to the public in 2005, and to which she owns the rights to reproduce the sound

recording, her claim is baseless and primafacie invalid. Therefore, AARC respectfully requests

that Ms, Jones'laim be dismissed as patently deficient.

AARC further requests that reasonable fines be levied against Ms. Jones under 18 U.S.C.

$ 1001, the False Statements Accountability Act, which penalizes individuals for knowingly and

willfully making materially false or fraudulent statements to an agency within the executive,

legislative or judicial branches. 18 U,S.C. $ 1001 (2000), Based upon several communications

with AARC, Ms. Jones is now fully aware that her claim is invalid, but has neglected to

withdraw her claim. By failing to do so, Ms Jones is knowingly and willfully maintaining a

materially false claim before a legislative agency for the purposes of eliciting payment. For the

reasons detailed below, AARC respectfully submits that the imposition of reasonable fines under

18 U.S.C. )1001 is warranted.

BA.CK GROUND

The AHRA requires manufacturers or importers of digital audio recording devices and

media, distributed within the United States, to submit quarterly and annual statements of account,

along with royalty payments as defined in the statute. 17 U.S.C. $ 1003(c)(1) (2000). These

royalty payments must be used to compensate the ICPs, namely sound recording copyright

owners, featured recording artists, songwriters and publishers. 17 U.S.C. $ 1006(a) (2000). The

AHRA mandates that the royalties be divided into two funds: the Sound Recordings Fund and

'll other claimants have reached agreements through settlement or have withdrawn their claims, except Ms. Jones,
and one other claimant, Mr. Edward Mazique. AARC has brought a motion to dismiss Mr. Mazique's claim because
of his refusal to satisfy his procedural obligation to engage in good-faith settlement negotiations.



Musical Works Fund. These two funds are further subdivided. The Sound Recording Fund is

split into a sound recording copyright owners'ubfund and a featured recording artists'ubfund,

while the Musical Works Fund is split into a songwriters subfund and a publishers subfund. 17

U.S.C. $ 1006(b)(1), (2) (2000).

To qualify for royalties, an ICP must file a claim with the Copyright Royalty Board

("CRB") "[d]uring January and February of each succeeding year." 17 U.S.C. f 1007(a)(1)

(2000); CRB Rules and Procedures, 37 C.F.R. $ 360.21(a) (2006). When submitting the claim,

ICPs must specify the particular subfund(s) against which their claims are being made, and

identify at least one sound recording legally embodied in a digital or analog musical recording

that has been distributed to the public during the royalty year to establish a basis for the claim.

See CRB Rules and Procedures, 37 C.F.R. $ 360.22(b)(5), (6) (2006). The allocation of

royalties to the claimants in each subfund may occur through universal agreement reached

among the parties or, if settlement fails, by way ofadministrative litigation before the Copyright

Royalty Judges ("CRJs") who make up the Copyright Royalty Board. 17 V.S.C. $ 1007(b), (c)

(2000).

The Sound Recording Fund also includes a nonfeatured musicians'ubfund snd a nonfeatured vocalists'ubfund.
However, the nonfeatured performers'oyalties are not subject to the filing of claims or the litigation proceedings
requirements to which all of the other Sound Recordings Fund and Musical Works Fund royalties are subject.
Therefore, the nonfeatured performers* subfunds are not relevant to this motion.

The CRB was established by the Copyright Royalty Distribution and Reform Act of2004, ("the Reform Act")
Public Law 108-419, (to b codified as 17 U.S.C. $ $ 801-805), which became effective on May 31, 2004. The
purpose of the Reform Act was to phase out the Copyright Arbitration Royalty Panels ("CARP") and replace the
arbitrators with three permanent CRJs. 70 Fed. Reg. 30,901 (May 31, 2005). The authority to make determinations
previously held by the CARP was transferred to the C1Us. 70 Fed. Reg. 46, 891 (Aug. 11, 2005). The creation of
the CRB eliminated the bifurcated process that existed under the CARP structure, where the initial processing of
claims, the issuance of the CARP report at the end of the hearing, and the appeal of the Librarian's acceptance or
rejection of the CARP report were within the purview of the Librarian of Congress, while holding the hearing and
issuing the post-hearing report were within the purview of the CARP. Under the permanent CRB structure, the
CRJs, as appointed by the Librarian of Congress, are empowered to perform the initial functions previously carried
out by the Copyright Office under the CARP system, as well as the CARP's duties of resolving controversies
through formal hearings. The expectation is that the CRB will provide greater, efficiency and expertise than the
CARP system while reducing the administrative and monetary costs of these proceedings. 70 Fed. Reg. 46, 891
(Aug. 11, 2005).



Ms. Jones submitted a claim for AHRA royalties against the sound recording copyright

owners'ubfund on February 15, 2006. The initial claim merely stated "i'm the entity the

recording artist is making musical work or sound recording and distribution of sounds in the

public in transmissions." See Attach. 1, Ori inal DART Claim from C'Ella Jones (Feb. 15,

2006). Because the claim did not identify as a basis at least one sound recording distributed

during the 2005 royalty year, the claim was primafacie invalid and should have been dismissed

by the CRJs. CRB Rules and Procedures, 37 C.F.R. $ 360.22(b)(6) (2006); Copyright Royalty

and Distribution Reform Act of 2004, P.L. No. 108-419, 118 Stat. 2341, 2343 (2004) (to be

codified at 17 U.S.C. $ 801(b)(4)). However, rather than dismiss her claim, the CRB afforded

Ms. Jones the opportunity to amend the claim requiring, pursuant to the requirements of section

360.22(b)(6), she provide an example of a sound recording that would serve as the basis for her

claim,.

In her amendment, received by the CRB on June 22, 2006, Ms. Jones claims that she is

an ICP with sound recording rights in songs appearing on the following albums released in 2004

and 2005: "Demon Days," by Gorillaz; "Mr. Kane Pt. 2," by Ko Kane; "Who is M'ke Jones," by

Property of Mike Jones (sic), "Sweat," by Nelly and "Crunk Juice" by Lil Jon and the East Side

Boys. See Attach. 2: Amended DART Claim from C'Ella Jones (June 22, 2006). By

submitting this amended claim, Ms. Jones is asserting that she is an ICP who holds the exclusive

rights to reproduce these titles. See 17 U.S.C. $ 1001(7)(A), (B) (2000) (definition of non-

performance "ICP"); 17 U.S.C. $ 1006 (2000). However, the sound recording copyrightowners'ights

for the albums listed by Ms. Jones in her amendment are owned by some of the best-

known record labels in the music industry. See Attach. 3-8 (Aff. of sound recording copyright

While Ms. Jones filed her claim listing the artist for this particular album as "Property of Mike Jones", the artist
who performs on the album is a solo artist known as "Mike Jones."



holders); see also Table supra at pg. 10.

Linda R. Bocchi, Executive Director of AARC, contacted Ms. Jones to inquire as to why

she had Gled a claim for the royalties belonging to these well-known record labels. Ms. Jones

explained that she filed a claim in order to seek damages from the various artists she has listed in

her amended claim, because they have tapped and "bugged" her phone and home to eavesdrop on

her conversations. See Attach. 9, E-mail from C'Ella Jones to Linda Bocchi, Executive Director

of AARC, (July 15, 2006, 06:12 AM EST). Ms. Jones maintains that these artists are using the

events in her life and the lives ofher children as inspiration for the lyrics of their songs based on

the information overheard through these surveillance devices. Because she feels she is the

inspiration for the lyrics on the recordings, Ms. Jones believes she is entitled to royalties for her

perceived contributions.

Ms. Bocchi explained to Ms. Jones that, even if true, her status as a Muse for the lyrics of

the six artists she lists does not entitle her to royalties from the sound recording copyright

owners'ubfund. Ms. Bocchi clarified the requirements for standing as an ICP for the various

subfunds, explained that the royalties for the sound recording copyright owners'ubfund belong

to the party that has the right to reproduce the sound recording, and suggested that Ms. Jones

withdraw her claim as mistakenly filed against the wrong subfund. See Attach. 10, E-mail &om

Linda Bocchi, Executive Director ofAARC, to C'Ella Jones, (July 4, 2006, 11:25 AM EST). Ms.

Jones agreed that she does not Gt the definition of a sound recording copyright owner, and

assured Ms. Bocchi that she would withdraw her baseless claim.

Ms. Jones did send an email to Ms. Bocchi indicating that she intended to withdraw the

claim because she is claiming "...royalties for lyric recordings and not sound recordings." See

Attach. 11, E-mail from C'Ella Jones to Linda Bocchi, Executive Director of AARC (July 17,



2006, 01:12 PM EST). Ms. Bocchi notified Ms. Jones, both in phone conversations and via

email, that withdrawal of her claim had to be sent directly to the CRB, with only a copy of that

communication to be sent to AARC. See Attach. 12, E-Mail from Linda Bocchi, Executive

Director of AARC, to C'Ella Jones (July 18, 2006, 12:14 PM EST); see also Attach, 13, E-Mail

from Linda Bocchi, Executive Director of AARC, to C'Ella Jones (July 18, 2006, 11:17 PM

EST). However, Ms. Jones never submitted her request for the withdrawal of her claim to the

Five months after her original baseless claim was received, Ms. Jones'laim continues to

delay the 2005 proceeding, and so exemplifies why the CRB has been granted the power to

review and reject baseless claims at the outset of the DART process. Despite being afforded the

opportunity by the CRJs to amend her original baseless claim, Ms. Jones has not provided a

single example of a sound record for which she is an ICP. Instead, she has merely listed well-

known sound recordings owned by several of the leading record companies in the music

industry. Therefore, AARC respectfully requests that her claim be rejected as patently deficient.

ARGUMENT

I. IT IS WITHIN THK AUTHORITY OF THK COPYRIGHT ROYALTY JUDGES
TO REVIEW AND REJECT ROYALTY CLAIMS

In the interest of administrative efficiency, prior to convening a formal hearing, the CRJs

are authorized to accept or reject royalty claims. Copyright Royalty and Distribution Reform Act

of 2004, P.L. No. 108-419, 118 Stat. 2341, 2345 (2004) (to be codified at 17 U.S.C. $ 802

(f)(1)(A)(i)). It is also within the province of the CRJs to "...reject royalty claims filed under...

$ 1007 on the basis of timeliness or the failure to establish the basisfor a claim. " Copyright

Royalty and Distribution Reform Act of 2004, P.L. No, 108-419, 118 Stat. 2341, 2343 (2004) (to

be codified at 17 U.S.C. $ 801(b)(4)) (emphasis added). The CRJs'nitial review of the royalty



claims is necessary so that they can ascertain whether and to what extent a controversy exists

concerning the allocation of royalties among the claimants to the particular subfunds, as they are

statutorily mandated to do. Copyright Royalty and. Distribution Reform Act of 2004, P,L. No.

108-419, 118 Stat. 2341, 2343 (2004) (to be codified at 17 U.S.C. $ 801(b)(3)(A), (B)); see also

17 U.S.C. $ 1007(b) (2000). This power afforded to CRJs to review and reject claims, such as

the Jones Claim, prior to convening a hearing is also the codification of a long-standing policy.

~See e, CARP Final Regulations, Docket 69 Fed. Reg. 63,026, 63,029 (Dec. 7, 1994)

(demonstrating the importance of performing initial examinations of claims to determine whether

the claim should be accepted or rejected primafacie).

This long-standing power to perform the initial review of the claims was exercised by the

Copyright Office under the CARP system. In 2003, under this authority, the Copyright Office

dismissed the claim of Trudy Borset. Borset Order of Dismissal Docket No. 2004-4 CARP DD

2003 (appended as Attach. 14); see also, CARP Final Regulations, 59 Fed. Reg. 63,025, 63,030

(codified at 37 C.F.R. $ 251 et sub.) (repealed 2005) (the scope of the Copyright Office's

authority under $ 801(c) is broad enough to allow the Librarian to examine royalty claims for

timeliness and sufficiency). Ms. Borset was a claimant who, like Ms. Jones, had filed a

"tenuous" claim based upon "vague assertions" against the sound recording copyrightowners'ubfund.

In dismissing the Borset Claim, the CARP emphasized that "... [bjald assertions about

rights...is not adequate to force the matter to a hearing ... when another party raises a legal

challenge to the sufficiency of the claim." The Borset dismissal is on point here, as Ms. Jones has

filed an equally baseless claim predicated upon equally tenuous and vague assertions. Therefore,

Ms. Jones'laim, which is based upon nothing more than such bald assertions and whose

sufficiency has been challenged by AARC, is primafacie invalid and must be dismissed outright

5 See ~su ra text accompanying note 3.



without the convening of a hearing. Id.

Clearly, it is within the discretion of the CRJs to assess the claims in question and

determine whether there are grounds for dismissal prior to convening a hearing. It is clear that

the Jones Claim is patently deficient and therefore must be dismissed. To permit the Jones

Claim to remain active in this proceeding would further undermine the goal of promoting

administrative efficiency in AHRA proceedings and delay the ultimate distribution of royalties to

bonafide claimants. 17 U.S.C. g 1007(c) (2000).

II. THK JONES CLAIM MUST BK REJECTED AS PATENTLY DEFICIENT

The CRB delineates the required content of AHRA claims in section 360,22(b) of the

governing regulations. CRB Rules and Procedures, 37 C.F.R. $ 360.22(b) (2006); see also 17

U.S.C. $ 1001 (2000). Specifically„an AHRA claim must include commonplace data. such as

full legal name of the entity claiming royalty payments, the telephone number, facsimile number,

if any, full address of the claimant's place of business, as well as a statement specifying the fund

and subfund against which the claim is being made. More importantly, however, claims must

stipulate as to how the claimant fits within the definition of an ICP specified in 17 U.S.C. $

1001(7), and to identify as a basis for the claim, a sound recording embodied in a musical

recording that has been distributed during the preceding calendar year.

The fact that these requirements regarding the need to establish a basis for each claim are

specifically enumerated indicates that they are important elements of a claim. In order to meet

these requirements, Ms. Jones must not only provide contact data but, most importantly, she

must demonstrate a basis for her claim. CRB Rules and Procedures, 37 C,F.R. $ 360.22(b)(6)

(2006). This substantive requirement that a claimant provide a basis for his/her claim is the



critical factor that Ms. Jones failed to include in her claim, even though she was given two

chances to do so.

A. The Jones Claim Does Not Identify At Least One Sound Recording For
Which Ms. Jones is the Sound Recording Copyright Owner

In order to qualify for sound recording copyright owners'ubfund royalties, a claimant

must be an ICP within the definition outlined under section 1001(A). 17 V.S.C. g 1001(7)(A)

(2000). In order to demonstrate standing as an ICP, each claimant must identify at least one

sound recording of a musical work that has been legally embodied in a digital or analog musical

recording and distributed during the royalty year and for which the claimant holds the exclusive

right to reproduce the sound recording. Id. The original Jones Claim, which was filed in

February of2006 against the sound recording copyright owners'ubfund, failed to list even one

sound recording. Instead, it included a vague assertion that Ms. Jones was an "entity" making

and distributing "sounds" to the public. See Attach. 1, Original DART Claim from C'Ella Jones

(Feb. 15, 2006). This statement clearly does not identify as a basis for her claim any sound

recordings for which Ms. Jones claims to be a sound recording copyright owner, pursuant to the

AHRA and the CRB regulations. 17 U.S.C. $ 1006(a)(1) (2000); CRB Rules and Procedures, 37

C.F.R. $ 360.22(b)(6) (2006). As such, the claim could and should have been dismissed as a

primafacie baseless claim. Copyright Royalty and Distribution Reform Act of 2004, P.L. No.

108-419, 118 Stat. 2341, 2343 (2004) (to be codi6ed at 17 U.S.C. $ 801(b)(4)). Dismissing the

Jones Claim was not only legally warranted, but also would have furthered the interests of

administrative efficiency.

However, rather than dismiss the claim, the CRB afforded Ms. Jones the opportunity to

amend her claim and provide an example of a sound recording for which she is a valid ICP. In



response to the CRB's request, Ms. Jones filed an amendment representing herself as the ICP for

six well-known sound recordings that were distributed in 2005 by major record companies such

as Warner, EMI and Universal, as well as independent labels. "Bald assertions about rights..."

in titles distributed in 2005 does not correct the deficiencies in Ms. Jones'riginal claim, as she

cannot demonstrate that she is the ICP for any of the recordings she has listed in the amendment.

Borset Order of Dismissal Docket No. 2004-4 CARP DD 2003 (appended as Attach. 14). The

recording companies listed below, and not Ms. Jones, hold the exclusive right to reproduce these

titles and, therefore, are the ICPs for the royalties earned by the recordings. 17 U.S.C. $

1001(7)(A) (2000). The ICPs that hold the sound recording copyrights for the recordings listed

in Ms. Jones'mended claim are as follows:

ARTIST

Gorillaz

TITLE

Demon Days

LABEL

Virgin

RECORD
COMPANY

Ko Kane Mr. Kane Pt. 2 SICCNESS SICCNESS

R. Kelly Tp. 3 Reloaded Zomba BMG

Mike Jones Who Is Mike Jones Warner Warner

Nelly

Lil Jon and the East Side
Boys

Sweat (double
album "Sweat/Suit)

Crunk Juice

Universal

TVT

Universal

TVT

Item 1: Aff. of EMI Music North America; see Attach. 3

Item 2: Aff. of SICCNESS; see Attach. 4

Item 3: Aff. of Zomba Records; see Attach. 5

Item 4: Aff. of Warner Records; see Attach. 6

Item 5: Aff. of Universal Records; see Attach. 7

Item 6: Aff. of Tee Vee Toons Inc(TVT); see Attach. 8

10



It is clear from the attached affidavits that Ms. Jones is not an ICP with the right to reproduce the

sound recordings listed in her amendment. Consequently, although Ms. Jones had the

opportunity to include a basis for her claim in her original claim and in her amendment, she has

failed to provide the title of even one sound recording that establishes a basis for her standing as

an ICP against the 2005 sound recording copyright owners'ubfund.

B. Failure to Identify at Least One Sound Recording that Establishes a
Basis For a Bona Fide Claim is an Incurable Defect That Mandates
the Dismissal of the Jones Claim

The AHRA plainly states that sound recording copyright owners'ubfund royalties for a

particular year can only be distributed to ICPs with prima facie valid claims before the CRB. 17

U.S.C. $ 1001 (7)(C), (D), (2000). Ms. Jones'laim was prima facie invalid because it was

baseless. Clearly, the deficiencies in the Jones'riginal claim and her amendment are fatal.

In similar royalty distribution proceedings, the importance of requiring that claimants to

cable royalty funds provide a basis for their claims has been recognized:

To support such a claim, each claimant may reasonably be asked
to identify at least one secondary transmission of his or her work
(basis for a cable claim) thus permitting the Copyright Office to
screen the claims and dismiss any claimants who are clearly not
eligible for royalty fees... Eliminating the requirement that the
claim identify at least one instance of such qualifying
retransrnission would effectively eviscerate the claim requirement
itself. CRB Final Regulations, 59 Fed. Reg. 63,025, 63,027-29
(Dec. 7, 1994) (emphasis added).

Cable and AHBA royalty proceedings are quite similar in that they both involve the allocation of

a certain type of royalties among claimants. Therefore, this determination should be applied with

equal force by the CRB in AHRA royalty proceedings.

Requiring that every claim accepted by the CRB include the basis upon which it is made

See ~su ra text accompanying note 3.
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also supports the important requirement and often stated goal of settlement Ascertainment of

Controversv for the Distribution of the 1999. 2000 and 2001 Digital Audio Recording Rovaltv

Funds, 67 Fed. Reg. 46,698 (July 16, 2002). Settlement negotiation is not feasible unless all

eligible claimants are aware of the existence of other valid and possibly competing claimants, in

order to engage in discussions that will facilitate the distribution of the relevant royalty funds.

To expect eligible claimants to expend valuable time and resources negotiating settlements with

claimants that are later exposed as ineligible is impractical and unrealistic.

An equally troubling consequence ofnot requiring a clearly stated and bona Gde basis for

ICP standing in a proceeding is the possibility that eligible claimants might unlmowingly agree

to share royalties with claimants that are not valid ICPs. Such payments would contradict the

statutory requirement that only ICPs receive any share of the AHRA royalties. 17 U.S.C. $

1006(a) (2000). Absent a continued requirement that claims include at least one example of the

basis upon which they are made, the motivation for bona fide claimants to expend valuable

resources negotiating with other claimants will be reduced, and claimants may make very little, if

any, effort to negotiate settlement. Instead of relying on the more efficient settlement process,

bona-fide claimants might be more likely to seek a hearing in order to ensure that all claimants

are genuine, and that they are not negotiating away a portion of their royalties to a claimant that

does not hold valid ICP standing. This outcome would clearly be detrimental to administrative

efficiency, increasing the workload of the CRJs and wasting the CRB's resources.

One of the main reasons the CRB was established to replace the former CARP

system was based in the recognition that "...many CARP claims are frivolous." Copvrieht

Rovaltv and Distrib. Reform Act of 2003: Hearing on H.R. 1417 Before the Subcomm. on

Courts. the Internet. and Intell. Prop. of the H. Comm. On the Judiciarv, 108th Cong. 2

12



(2003) (statement of Rep. Lamar Smith, Chairman, Subcomm. on Courts, the Internet and

Intellectual Property). It was Congress'ntention to ensure that DART proceedings

become more efficient by reducing the number of frivolous claims, such as the Jones

Claim, that are allowed to proceed. One method of achieving this goal is for CRJs to

eliminate claims that are primafacie invalid at the commencement of the claims process.

By rejecting clearly ineligible claimants at the outset, the CRB will stream-line DART

proceedings, rendering them more efficient and less protracted. The Jones Claim

exemplifies the importance of using the CRJ's power to rejectprimafacie ineligible

claimants at the outset. Ms. Jones'riginal claim included no basis and therefore, should

have been dismissed. Instead, she was given the opportunity to amend her claim, but she

did not use this opportunity to rectify the deficiency in her claim. Rather, than correct the

deficiency, her amendment exacerbated the problem by listing only titles to which she has

no right to reproduce the sound recording. By eliminating clearly ineligible claimants such

as Ms. Jones at the outset, the CRB will be better poised to dedicate its precious resources

to proceedings involving valid claims, thereby making the overall process more effective

and efficient.

The Jones Claim, even as amended, must be dismissed as patently deficient

because it fails to include a basis as required under 17 U.S.C. $ 1001(7)(C). Granting the

motion to dismiss at this time prevents Ms. Jones from further delaying the distribution of

royalties to eligible claimants in the sound recording copyright owners'ubfund. Ms.

Jones'laim does not warrant a hearing because it is baseless and, therefore, must be

dismissed.

13



III. THE JONES CLAIM IS A MATERIALLY FALSE STATEMENT SUBJECT
TO THK PUNITIVE PROVISIONS OF 18 U.S.C. g 1001

A. Claimants Who Knowingly or Willfully Submit Materially False or
Fraudulent AIBA Claims Are Subject to Penalties

Under section 360.22(b)(7), it is specifically stipulated that claimants must include, "[a]

declaration of the authority to file the claim and the veracity ofthe information contained in the

claim and the good faith of the person signing in providing such information. Penalties for fraud

and false statements are provided in 18 U.S.C. $ 1001 et st." CRB Rules and Procedures, 37

C.F.R. $ 360.22(b)(7) (2006) (emphasis added). Under 18 U.S.C. $ 1001 et sub., also known as

the False Statements Accountability Act, ("the Act") anyone who, in any matter within the

jurisdiction of the executive, legislative or judicial branches, "knowingly and willfully" provides

a statement or representation that is materially false, fictitious or fraudulent may be subject to

fines or imprisonment. 18 U.S.C. $ $ 1001(a)(2), (3) (2000). For matters relating specifically to

the legislative branch, section 1001 applies to "... administrative matters, including a claim for

payment..." 18 U.S.C. $ 1001(c)(1) (2000). The purpose of the Act is to provide, "... a means of

punishing those who willfully mislead the executive, legislative and judicial branches..." 142

Cone. Rec. H11137 (daily ed. Sept. 25, 1996) (statement of Rep. McCollum). The functions of

the Library of Congress, ofwhich the CRJs are agents and employees, have been explicitly

recognized as part of the legislative branch, ~e.. U.S. v. Brooks 945 F. Supp. 830 (US Dist. Ct.

E.D. PA 1996), and it is clear that application for royalties under AHRA proceedings are

adm&strative matters concerning claims for payment. Thus, Ms. Jones'laim clearly falls

within the scope of the Act.

Finally, the statements made by Ms. Jones are directly material to the claims. There is

The CRJs are appointed by the Librarian of Congress after consultation with the Register of Copyrights, and, as
such, are agents snd employees of the Library of Congress. Copyright Royalty and Distribution Reform Act of2004,
P3.. No. 108-419, 118 Stat. 2341 (2004) (to be codified at 17 U.S.C. g 801(a)).

14



widespread judicial consensus that under the Act the intended definition of "materiality" of a fact

in a statement is one that has or would have a tendency to influence a government department or

agency in the performance of its functions. See US v. Cisneros, 169 F.3d 763 (D.C. Cir. 1999).

The required showing "...is a fairly low bar for the government to meet in a prosecution for the

willful making of materially false statements in any rnatter within the jurisdiction of the

executive, legislative, or judicial branch of the government of the United States..." U.S. v.

White, 270 F.3d 356, 365 (6th Cir. 2001). It is not necessary to demonstrate that the agency was

actually influenced by or otherwise relied upon the relevant statement; it is sufficient to show

that a statement was made with the intent to cause influence. Id.

Thus, Ms. Jones'ssertions that she is a sound recording copyright owner entitled to

royalties from the sound recording copyright owners'ubfund qualifies as a materially false

statement made to a legislative agency for the purposes of eliciting payment. As such, Ms. Jones

is subject to fines or imprisonment for up to five years under 18 U.S.C. $ 1001, if it can be

demonstrated that she is knowingly and willfully maintaining a false claim before the CRB.

B. By Not Withdrawing Her Claim, Ms. Jones is Knowingly and Willfully
Submitting a Fraudulent Statement to a Legislative Agency for the Purposes
of Soliciting Payment

The veracity of Ms. Jones'elief that the six artists she has listed in her amended claim

have been using electronic surveillance to draw inspiration for their lyrics from the events in her

life and the lives of her children is not at issue. Ms Jones is now clearly aware that even if she

did somehow contribute to the conception of the lyrics of the recordings in question, she would

not qualify as a sound recording copyright owner or owner of the right to reproduce the sound

recording, and therefore her claim against the sound recording copyright owners'ubfund is

invalid and must be withdrawn. By neglecting to withdraw her claim, Ms. Jones is knowingly

15



and willfully maintaining a fraudulent claim before a legislative agency for the purposes of

eliciting payment. Therefore, the imposition of reasonable fines is warranted under the Act.

a. Ms. Jones is Aware That She Does Not Qualify As An ICP
Against the Sound Recording Copyright Owners'ubfund.

Ms. Jones is not claiming that she holds the exclusive rights to distribute and reproduce

the recordings, which would give her standing as an ICP against the sound recording copyright

owners'ubfund. Rather, she is claiming that she somehow contributed to the creative process

that led to the development of the lyrics of the songs on the recordings in question. See Attach,

9, Email from C'Ella Jones to Linda Bocchi, Executive Director of AARC (July 15, 2006, 06:12

AM EST). Therefore, even if she believes that she is entitled to royalties for contribution to

writing, Ms. Jones'ound recording copyright owners'ubfund claim is invalid because claims

regarding rights to hometaping royalties based on lyrics must be filed against the songwriters'ubfund
of the Musical Works Fund. 17 U.S.C. $ 1006(b)(2)(B)(ii) (2000).

During the course of her discussions with Ms. Jones, Ms. Bocchi has explained what

constitutes an ICP within the sound recording copyright owners'ubfund, and how Ms.Jones'erceived

contribution to the lyrics of the listed recordings would not qualify her as a sound

recording copyright owner. After several phone calls and emails, Ms. Jones sent Ms. Bocchi an

email conceding that she was not trying to claim royalties for the sound recording, "... due to the

fact that it is wrong form submitted, i'm claiming royalties for lyric recordings not sound

recordings." See Attach. 11, Email from C'Ella Jones to Linda Bocchi (July 17, 2006 01:12 PM

EST). This email summarizes Ms. Jones'tatements during several phone conversations with

Ms. Bocchi, during which she conceded that she is seeking royalties for the lyrics, not for the

sound recordings, and she represented that she would withdraw her claim.

Given that Ms. Jones is aware that her claim against the sound recording copyright
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owners'ubfund is not valid, by maintaining her claim with the CRB so that it might eventually

proceed to a hearing and ultimately result in royalty payment to her, Ms. Jones'ctions constitute

a knowing and willful submission of a &audulent statement.

b. Failing to Withdraw the Claim is a Knowingly and Willfully
Fraudulent Act.

Ms. Jones'efusal to withdraw her claim constitutes a knowing and willful act that

permits a fraudulent claim submitted to a legislative agency to remain active. Although Ms.

Jones is a new claimant in the DART proceedings, she is not new to legal proceedings. In fact,

she has a long history of involvement in court aud legal proceedings. Moreover, as noted

above, Ms. Bocchi has provided her with detailed instructions as to how to withdraw her claim.

Clearly, Ms. Jones is not naive regarding legal proceedings and has been instructed as to how to

withdraw her claim. Therefore, she should have been able to easily withdraw her claim if she

had intended to do so.

The fact that Ms. Jones has purposefully allowed her claim to remain active with the

CRB even after she has been repeatedly advised as to what constitutes a valid claim, supports the

conclusion that she hopes to receive sound recording copyright owner royalties to which she is

not entitled. By not withdrawing the claim, Ms. Jones has knowingly and willfully allowed a

submission of false information that is material to the basis of the claim submitted to a legislative

administrative board for the purpose of receiving payment to remain active before the CRB.

Therefore, imposing reasonable fines on Ms. Jones is warranted under the Act.

Ms. Jones has been involved in a variety of legal proceedings that can be found through a simple public records
search, such as fourteen unlawful detainer actions filed against her between 1992 and 2006, a probate on the estate
ofMs. Otis C. Anderson, wherein she petitioned for a court determination ofpersons entitled to distribution, for
letters of administration and several continuances, and as a complainant in a class action suit. See: Attachments 15
through 18. CRJs may consider statements that may normally be considered hearsay when making determinations
regarding the distribution ofroyalties under: Copyright Royalty and Distribution Reform Act of2004, P.L. No. 108-
419, 118 Stat. 2341, 2351 (2004) (to be codified at 17 U.S.C.) 803 (b)(6)(C)(iii)).
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CONCLUSION

Accordingly,. AARC respectfully requests that the Jones Claim be dismissed as patently

deficient on grounds that: (1) the Jones Claim does not identify at least one sound recording for

which the claimant, Ms. Jones, is a sound recording copyright owner and (2) under statutory

authority and well-established royalty distribution policy failure to identify at least one sound

recording that establishes a basis for the claims is an incurable defect.

Additionally, Ms. Jones'ailure to withdraw her claim even though she is aware that it is

not valid constitutes materially false or fraudulent statements knowingly and willfully made to a

legislative administrative board for the purposes of receiving payment. As such, Ms.Jones'ctions

fall within the scope and intended purpose of the False Statements Accountability Act.

Accordingly, AARC also respectfully requests that reasonable fines be levied against Ms. Jones

under 18 U.S.C. $ 1001 et seq., as provided for under CRB Rules and Procedure, 37 C.F.R $

360.22(b) (7) (2006).

Respectfully submitted

O~
Linda R. Bocchi, Esq.
Executive Director
Alliance of Artists and Recording Companies
700 N. Fairfax Street Suite 601
Alexandria, VA 22314
(703) 535-8101 (phone)
(703) 535-8105 (facsimile)

August 1, 2006
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s- Dart Single Claim from cella jones

Page 1

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

&secrpio6577 sbcglobaknet&
cdartclatms@loc.gov&
Wed, Feb 15,2006 8:39 PM
Dart Single Claim from cella jones

The following information was submitted to the Copyright Royalty Board at 20:39 on 2/1 5/06.Full name of person or entity filing the claim:cella jones

Filer's Status:
Interested Copy ight Party

Fuli address, including specific number and street name or rural route, of person or entity filing the claim:
5020 hartnett ave

richmond ca 94804

Telephone number of person or entity filing the claim:510 231 5981

Fax number of person or entity filing the claim:na

Email address of person filing the claim:
scorpio6577@sbcglobal.net

Full legal name of the person or entity claiming royalty payments:same

Fuli address of the person or entity claiming royalty payments:same

Statement as to the subfund against which the claim is being made:Sound Recordings Fund: Copyright Owners Subfund
Statement as to how claimant fits within the definitton of interested copyright party specified in 17 U.S.C.
1001(7):

(D) any association or other organization — (i) representing persons speciiled in subparagraph (A),(B), or
(C) (17 U S.C. '001(7)(D)(i))

Identification, establishing basis for ihe claim, of at ieast one musical work or sound recording embodied
in a digital musical recording or an analog musical recording lawfully made under title 17 U.S.C. that has
been distributed or disseminated to the public in transmissions between January 1 and December 31,
2004:

i'm the entity the recording artist is making musical work or sound recording and distribution of sounds to
the public in transmissions.

Contact Name:
calla jones

Contact Telephone:
510 231 5981

Contact Fax:
na
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AFFIDAVIT OF ALASDAIR J. McMULLAN

In the Matter of )
)

Distribution of DART Sound Recordings ) Docket No. 2006-4 CRB DD 2005
Fund/Featured Recording Artist Subfund Royalties )
For 2005 )

)

Alasdair J. McMullan, the undersigned, declares:

1. I am Senior Vice President for Legal Affairs for EMI Music North America. Virgin Records
America, Inc("Virgin") is an affiliate ofEMI Music North America. As such, I have access to business
records relating to Virgin's ownership and licensing of sound recordings. These business records
include documents reflecting Virgin's ownership and licensing of sound recordings and its exclusive
right to reproduce such recordings. These documents thereby establish that Virgin is an interested
copyright party as defined in the Audio Home Recording Act of 1992 ("AHRA"). 17 U.S.C.
1001(7XA) (2003).

2. Virgin had in the AHRA royalty year 2005 and currently has the exclusive right to reproduce
phonorecords embodying the following sound recordings and/or the accompanying graphics contained
on the phonorecords listed below.

ARTIST

Gorillaz

PHONORECORD TITLE

Demon Days

3. To the best ofmy knowledge, Virgin has never licensed Cella Jones, (also known as C'Ella Jones),last known location 676 9'" Street, Apt. B, Richmond, California 94801, to reproduce phonorecords
embodying the sound recordings and/or accompanying graphics referred to in paragraph two above.

I declare under penalty ofperjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed on July 25, 2006.

Alasdair J. McMullan

Sworn to before me this 25 day of July, 2006.

Votary Public AVID HHLFER
Public

State of ew York
So. 02-HEbl 205]5

Qualified in vL~ezq ~
eommimlon Exp. l2-20 20o~
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. 88/81/2888 14'1 7635358186 PAGE 87/82

In, the Matter of
)

Distribution of DART Sound Recordings ) Docket Nb, 2006-4 C83 DD 2005

Pund/Feature& Recording Artist Suhfund. Royalties )

far 29)5 )

NEMAN MITCH'EI,L, the undersigned, declares:

I am gpO of SI&C~SS.NET, As such, I have access to busmess tecords relatrng toSICCNZSS'«nership

snd licensing of sound recordings. T'geese business records include documents re6ecting

$JCQ~SS'wnership and licensiug ofsound recordings and its exclusive rigbt to reyroduoe suc i

recordings., These docutncnts thereby estabhsb that $1CCNPSS qualifies as an interested copyrilht

party as defined in the Audio Hotttc Recording Act of 1992 ("'AHRA"). 17 U.S.C, 1001/}(A) (MQ3).

2. SICCNESS had in the~ royalty year ZO05 and currently has the exclusive right to reproduce

phonorscords embodying the following sound recordings and/of the acco&npanying ~phic$ contained

on the phonorecords listed belch,

@IXIX

~1Le JAg,~e~2

t ofrn know ledge„SlCCWBSS has never licensed Ceila Tories, (rrlso kno~ as O'Lrlia

'on 676 O'" Stree Apt 8 Richmond, California 94801, to reproduce

P GD

tv, o above.

e t Icing is true And correct. Flouted on

7. declare under penalty of perjury tltat the foregoing is

Z006.

Nemo Mitchell

FAX SIGNATURE/ORIGINAL TO BE FILED 8/2/00
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Jul-61-2006 06:44pm From-
j I

T-56T P.002/002 F-T74

AFFIDAVIT OF DAMEL B. ZUCKER

In the Matter of )
)

Distribution of DART Sound Recordings ) Docket No. 2006-4 CRB DD 2005
Fund/Featured Recording Artist Subfund Royalties )
For 2005 )

)

Daniel B. Zucker, the undersigned, declares:

1. I am the Senior Vice President, Business and Legal Affairs for Zomba Recording, LLC
("'Zomba"), a division of Sony BMCl Music Entertainment. As such, I have access to business records
relating to Zomba" s ownership and licensing of sound recordings. These business records include
documents reflecting Zomba's ownership and licensing of sound recordings and its exclusive right to
reproduce such recordings. These documents thereby establish that Zomba is an interested copyright
party as defined in the Audio Home Recording Act of 1992 ("AHRA"). 17 U.S.C. 1001(7)(A) (2003).

2. Zomba had in the AHRA royalty year 2005 and currently has the exclusive right to reproduce
phonorecords embodying the following sound recordings and/or the, accompanying graphics contained
on the phonorecords listed below.

PHONORECORD TITLE

~R. Kell T . 3 Reloaded

3. To the best of my knowledge, Zomba has never licensed Cella Jones, (also known as O'Ella
jones), last known location 676 9 Street, Apt. 8, Richmond, California 94801, to reproduce
phonorecords embodying the sound recordings and/or accompanying graphics referred to in paragraph
two above.

I declare under penalty of petjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed on July 31, 2006.

Daniel B. Zuck

Sworn to before me this , 2006.

otary Public
My Commission Expires

iles /w

8 l'. Ca~& P.lf. &~

FAX SIGNATURE/ORIGINAL TO BE FILED 8/2/06
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AFFIDAVIT OF PATRICK SABATINI ES

In the Matter of )
)

Distribution ofDART Sound Recordings ) DocketNo. 2006-4 CRB DD 2005
Fund/Featured Recording Artist Subfund Royalties )
For 2005 )

Patrick'. Sabatini, the undersigned, declares:

1. I am Vice President, Business and Legal Afairs for Warner Bros. Records Inc. ("Warner"). As
such, I have access to business records relating to Warner's ownership and licensing of sound
recordings. These business records include documents reflecting Warner's ownership and licensing of
sound recordings and its exclusive right to reproduce such recordings. These documents thereby
establish that Warner is an interested copyright party as defined in the Audio Home Recording Act of
1992 ("AHRA"). 17 U.S.C, 1001(7)(A) (2003).

2. Warner owns and, since the creation of and currently (including without limitation throughout
2005), has the exclusive right to reproduce phonorecords embodying the following sound recordings
and/or the accompanying graphics contained on the phonorecords listed below.

PHONORKCORD TITI K

Mike Jones Who is Mike Jones

3. To the best ofmy knowledge, Warner never licensed Cella Jones, (also known as C'Ella Jones),
last known location 676 9'treet, Apt. 8, Richmond, California 94801, to reproduce phonorecords
embodying the sound recordings and/or accompanying graphics referred to in paragraph two above.

I declare under penalty ofperjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed on July 31, 2006.

Patrick Sabatini

Sworn to before me this 3 ~ day of Zu-~ , 2006.

Notary Public
My Commission Expires: 9(28 lso7 SNRC% ROGUE

Gwendsake ¹ 1403434
Na~ MSc - CaNtcnda

Lae~ Courdy
MyCanm. Stphes Mar 28, 2007
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AFFIDAVIT OF SHKRYL L. GOLD KS

In the Matter of )
)

Distribution of DART Sound Recordings ) Docket No. 2006-4 CRB DD 2005
Fund/Featured Recording Artist Subfund Royalties )
For 2005 )

Sheryl L Gold, the undersigned, declares:

1. I am Senior Vice President for Business and Legal Affairs for Universal Music Group
("Universal"). As such, I have access to business records relating to Universal's ownership and
licensing of sound recordings. These business records include documents reflecting Universal's
ownership and licensing of sound recordings and its exclusive right to reproduce such recordings.
These documents thereby establish that Universal is an interested copyright party as defined in the
Audio Home Recording Act of 1992 ("AHRA"). 17 U.S.C. 1001(7)(A) (2003).

2. Universal had in the AHRA royalty year 2005 and currently has the exclusive right to reproduce
phonorecords embodying the following sound recordings and/or the accompanying graphics contained
on the phonorecords listed below.

ARTIST PHONORKCORD TITLE

N~ell

3. To the best ofmy knowledge, Univer'sal has never licensed Cella Jones, (also known as C'Ella
Jones), last known location 676 9 Street, Apt. B, Richmond, California 94801, to reproduce
phonorecords embodying the sound recordings and/or accompanying graphics referred to in paragraph
two above.

I declare under penalty ofperjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed on 7 ~~
2006.

S ryl L. G ld

Sworn to before me this , 2006.

Notary ic
ommission Expires:



JURAT

State of Califor

County o

Subscribed and sworn to (or affirmed) before me on

this clay of

by

personally known to me or proved to me on the basis of satisfactory
evidence to be the person(s) who appeared before me.

8%H. lamer
Coennheke g &~yy

Nohny pg~ gggyggg

&Cene. Syeee~m,
Signatur
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AFFIDAVIT OF VERA SAVCIC

In the Matter of )
)

Distribution of DART Sound Recordings ) Docket No. 2006-4 CRB DD 2005
Fund/Featured Recording Artist Subfund Royalties )
For 2005 )

)

Vera Savcic, the undersigned, declares:

1. I am the General Manager of TeeVee Toons, Inc. ("TVT"). As such, I have access to business
records relating to TVT's ownership and licensing of sound recordings. These business records include
documents reflecting TVT's ownership and licensing of sound recordings and its exclusive right to
reproduce such recordings. These documents thereby establish that TVT is an interested copyright
party as defined in the Audio Home Recording Act of 1992 ("AHRA"). 17 U.S.C. 1001(7)(A) (2003).

2. TVT had in the AHRA royalty year 2005 and currently has the exclusive right to reproduce
phonorecords embodying the following sound recordings and/or the accompanying graphics contained
on the phonorecords listed below.

ARTIST

Lil Jon k, the East Side Bovz

PHONORKCORD TITLE

Crunk Juice

known location 676 9 Street, Apt. B, Richmond, California 94801, to reprodu phonorecords
embodying the sound recordings and/or accompanying graphics referred to in agraph two above.

I, la Mxec tetl os t,3I declare under penalty ofperjury that the foregoing is true and correc
2006.

3. To the best ofmy knowledge, TVT never licensed Cella Jones, (also known as C'Ella Jones), last

Vera Savcic

Sworn to before me this '7~ LlA~ day of ~tB)U, 2006.
I

j i~/IA
.pc

8y Co 'ssion Expires JACQUELINE M. SUSSMAN
Notary Public, State of New York

No. 02SU5046921
Qualified in New York County

Commission Expires July 24, 2009
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Jonescella80@aol.corn

07/1 5/2006 06:12 AM

To LBocchioaarcroyalties.corn

History:

Subject Re: 2005 Copyright Owners'ubfund Claim

4P This message has been replied to.

before i agree to your request to withdraw my claim, i must first speak with an intellectual property attorney
regarding recording sounds and song lyrics. i'm claiming damages are due from recorded sounds from
my phone conversations and in my housing unit where i once resided. so is these recordings don't fall in
the catagory of sound recordings that was copied and re-recorded by a musical artist with added musical
songs, of events that have accurred in my life and per phone conversations or in the privacy of my home.
if i can't prove the songs are detailed events recorded from my life, then i don't have a claim, it's not for me
to decide this matter, lt's the courts.

any questions contact me at: 510 412 9705.
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- g Linda Bocchi/AARC

07/14/200611:26 AM

, J4
0

7

To Jonescella80 aol.corn

bcc

Subject 2005 Copyright Owners'ubfund Claim

Hi Ms. Jones,

It was a pleasure speaking with you today. As we discussed, you did not mean to file a claim requesting
the royalties for making the sound recording, you meant to file a claim for the royalties due for the lyrics.
Therefore, you need to withdraw your Copyright Owners'laim. Withdrawing the claim is a simple matter.

To withdraw your record company claim, just email the following language to: Abloye Oyewole at
dartclaimsOloc.gov. Please send this email to Abioye today and cc me on the email.

Dear CHIRP Specialist:

I wish to withdraw the 2005 Sound Recording Copyright Owners QKT claim I
filed on February 15, 2006. I filed this claim h/F mistake as I am claiming
only the GART royalties Sor the song lyrics. I do not have any claim Sor the
sound recording copyright owner
record company) royalties.
If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Thank youp
Cella Jones

Thank you so much for correcting this error as soon as possible. If you have any questions, please call
me at P03) 535-8101 x2 or {571) 332-3487 or send me an email.

Sincerely,
Linda R. Bocchi

Linda R. Bocchi, Esq.
Executive Oirector
Alliance ofArtie and Recording Companies
700 North Fairfax Street
Suite 601
Alexandria, Virginia 22314
703-535-8101
703-535-8105 fax
Ibocchi aarcroyalties.corn
www.aarcroyalties.corn

Confidentiality Notice:
This E-Mail may contain Information from the AARC that may be confidential or privileged. The
Information is intended only for the use of the party to which it is addressed. If you receive this E-Mail in
error, BEWARE, any disclosure, printing, forwarding, distribution or use of the contents of this E-Mail is
prohibited. Please reply to us immediately so that we can arrange for its delivery to the proper person.
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Jonescella80oaol.corn
07/1 7/2006 01:12 PM

To LBocchiOaarcroyalties.corn

CC

bcc

Subject Re: Fw: 2005 Copyright Owners'ubfund Claim

History: & This message has been replied to and forwarded.

i wish to withdraw my claim, due to the fact that it is wrong form submitted, i'm claiming royalties for lyric
recordings not sound recordings. if the sound recordings include: any wiretapping, sounds recorded from
inside or outside of my living quarters, or internet information acquired by digital means, i re-inact this
claim.

any questions please contact me at 510 412 9705.

sincerely

cella jones
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— - g Linda Bocchi/AARC

07/1 8/2006 12:14 PM

To J on escella80@aol.corn

bcc Linda Bocchi/AARC@AARC

Subject 2005 Copyright Owners'ubfund Claim

Hi Ms. Jones,

Per our conversation i am sending you information regarding withdrawing your claim.

To withdraw your record company claim, just email the following language to: Abioye Oyewole at
dartclaimsOloc.gov. Please send this email to Abioye today and cc me on the email.

Dear CILRP Specialist:

I wish to withdraw the 2005 Sound Recording Copyright Owners QLRT claim I
filed on February 15, 2006. I filed this claim by mistake as I am claiming
only the INERT royalties for the song lyrics. I do not have any claim for the
sound recording copyright owner
record company) royal ties.
If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

TABIlk you~
Cella Zones

Thank you so much for correcting this error as soon as possible. If you have any questions, please cail
me at (703) 535-8101 x2 or (571) 332-3487 or send me an email.

Sincerely,
Linda R. Bocchi

Linda R. Bocchi
Executive Director
Alliance of Artists and Recording Companies
700 North Fairfax Street
Suite 601
Alexandria, Virginia 22314
703-535-8 I 01
703-535-8105 fax
lbocchi aarcroyalties.corn
www.aarcroyalties.corn

Confidentiality Notice:
This E-Mail may contain information from the AARC that may be confidential or privileged. The
information ls intended only for the use of the party to which it is addressed. If you receive this E-Mail in
error, BEWARE, any disclosure, printing, forwarding, distribution or use of the contents of this E-Mail is
prohibited. Please reply to us immediately so that we can arrange for its delivery to the proper person.
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g Linda Bocchi/AARC

07/18/2006 1 I:17 PM

To Jonescella80@aol.corn

CC

bcc

Subject Fw: 2005 Copyright Owners'ubfund Claim

Ms. Jones,

Have you sent Abi the attached email withdrawing your claim for the royalties of Warner, Universal and
EMI among others? The only way that I can refrain from legal action regarding your fraudulent claim is if

you withdraw it. You seem to have tried to withdraw it this weekend but you sent the withdrawal only to
me and not to the Copyright Royalty Board. That is why I contact you today rather than proceed with legal
action. During our brief phone conversation this morning, you stated you would withdraw your claim
today. However, I have not seen a copy of your email to the Copyright Royalty Board withdrawing your
claim. Just email the following to Abi at dartclaimsoloc.gov:

Dear CARP Specialist:

I wish to withdraw the 2005 Sound Recording Copyright Owners 1lART claim I
filed on February 15, 2006. I filed this claim hy mistake as I am claiming
only the D&T royalties for the song lyrics. I do not have any claim for the
sound recording copyright owner record company) royalties.
If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Thank you,
C"ella Zones

Please be advised that if we proceed legally, I will also be requesting monetary damages.

Please contact me with any questions.

Linda R. Bocchi, Esq.
Executive Director
Alliance of Artists and Recording Companies
700 North Fairfax Street
Suite 601
Alexandria, Virginia 22314
703-535-810 I

703-535-8105 fax
lbocchiOaarcroyalties.corn
www.aarcroyalties.corn

Confidentiality Notice:
This E-Mail may contain Information from the AARC that may be confidential or privileged. The
Information is intended only for the use of the party to which it is addressed. If you receive this E-Mail in
error, BEWARE, any disclosure, printing, forwarding, distribution or use of the contents of this E-Mail is
prohibited. Please reply to us immediately so that we can arrange for its delivery to the proper person.

To Jonescella80Oaol.corn

— Forwarded by Linda Bocchi/AARC on 07/1 8/2006 11:04 PM—
Linda Bocchi/AARC

07/1 8/2006 12:14 PM

CC
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Copyright Ax bitration Royalty Panels ~ Uniteit States Copyzight Once
Library of Congress ~ P.O. Box 7otr/7, Soodnvest Station ~ Washington, D.C aooat.

rzJ. (los) 7ol-8380 - FAx (203) 25a"~ wwweopyr~~.gov

In the Natter of

Distribution of DART Sound Recordings
Fund/Copyright Owners Subfund
Royalties for 2003

) Docket No 2004-4 CARP DD 2003

j'ackground ORDER OF DISMISSAL

OnJune 18, 2004, the Alliance of Artists and RecordingCompanies ("AARC") filed
a motion seeking dismissal of the 2003 clans filed by Trudy Borset ("Borset") to the Copyright
Owners'ubfund established pursuant to the Audio Home Recording Act of 1992 ('"AHRA").
AARC also filed a reply, an amendment tn its reply in response to a late filing from Borset. and a
surreply. Borset made three responsive filings to AARC's initial motion and subsequent. fi lings.

AARC is a non-profit organization. that collects and distributes copyright royalty
fees collected pursuant to AHRA.'ach year since the passage ofAIIRA, AARC has filed claims
to the Sound Recordings Fund. Currently, AARC represenis over 30,000 featured recording artists
and 300 record companies anti makes its claim to the Sound Recording Funds an behalf of its
featured recording artists and record companyparticipants. Borset is an individual claimant who has
filed claizns for 2003 in two subfunds. thc Copyright Owners Subfund and the Writers Subfund.

This proceeding concerns only the royalty fees allocated to the 2003 Copyright
Owners Su.bfund.

In calendar year 2003, the Copyright Office received claims from twenty-four .

clainmnts to the royalty fees in the 2003 Sound Recordings FuncL Copyright Owners Subfund.
includin two claims filed by Trudy Borset ("Borset"). Twenty-two of the twenty-four claimants
have already resolved their claims, leaving only the Borset claims and the AARC claim. AARC
maintains that the Borset claims to the 2003 Copyright Owners Subfund royalties are, patently
deficient and should be dismissed.

1 AHRI'equires mnnufaeturen'nd hnpottcrs ofdigital audio recording technology and device: lo pay a
myalty fee for the distribution of the~~ produce in the United States. These royalty lees arc deposited
with the Copyright ORice lor later distributio io copyright owners of the sound recordings. featured
recording artists, music publishers. songwriters. non-featured voce! irn- end non featured musicians. By law„
the royalty ~ are all ocatcd to two funeLr. the Sound Recording» Fund or the Musical Works Fund. and
lurihor allocated within each Fund among the differen categories of intonated copyright parties. See
l 7 U.S.C. g4 l 001 and l 007 Four percent of the royalty few in the Sound Recordings Fund are placed in
escrow accounu: managed by an independent adminisuntor for distribution to the non-featured vocalisa and
non-featured musicians. The remaining royalty fees in the Sound Recording Fund are then dismbutcd to
either copyright owners of Cke sound recordings or fcaturcd recording artists in accordanm with the
pmccdura- set forth in 17 U.S.C; ti l 007 and the regulations of d)e Copyright Offim. See 37 C.F.R.
pan 239. To begin rhc pro~s. the rules rcqui n iaLeh inten~ copyright parry to file a claim during the
months ofJanuary and February for fees collected the previous calendar year.
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Patties" Positions

In its pleading, AARC argues that Borset's claims to the Copyright Owners Subfund
are patently deficient because the claims fail to identify at least one sound recording for which Bors et
is the interested copyright party entitled to make the claim. AARC acknowledges that Borsct's claims
list specific sound recordings, including"Forty Licks," "%'ildHorses," "You Cati" t Always Get What
You Want," "Mixed Emotions," "Almost Hear You Sigh," "Penny Lane," "All You Need Is Love,*"
'"Love Me Do," "Paperback Writer," and "Yellow Submarine," but it maintains that Borset is not the
owner of the exclusive right to reproduce these sound recordings, the proper party with the right to
assert thc claun under AHBA

AARC identifies EMI Records, Virgin Records and ABKCO as the interested
copyright parties with the right to reproduce these sound recordings and collect the royalties in
question In essence, AARC maintains that Borset has made a baseless claim by insinuating that she
owns the right To reproduce these sound recordings, notwithstanding evidence to the contrary.
Moreover, it hijQights Borset's failure to provide any evidence refuting AARC's claim to The royalty
fees and her disregard for the rules that require her to make her own case, noting that her intention
is to rely on the CARP or the Office to make hcr case for her.

AARC also argues that in the case where a claimant fails to provide the required
elements to estabhsh a viable claim„ the Library ofCongress has the authority to dismiss such claims
as patently deficient. Moreover„ it urges the Office to take this action to promote administrative
efficiency and avoid an, unncccssary CARP proceeding.

AARC raises three other points in its amendtnent to the initial motion. First, it
argues that Borset failed to file a timely opposition, noting that her opposition was filed nine days late
in direct violation ofan Order of the Office which had specified the date for filing anopposition.'econd,

AARC maintains that it made a settlement offer only for the purpose of disposing of a
nuisance claim and not because it recognized her claim as vaIid. Third, AARC rightfully notes that
Borset's claim regarding her rights to "musical works" cannot be part ofa claim to the royalty fees
in the Sound Recordings Fund. Claims based on musical works must be filed in the Musical Works
Fund and not the Sound Recordings Fu,nd which is the subject of the AARC motion.

B. Borset

Borset ti1ed two substantive responses on July 14„2004, and again on September 20,
2004 to AARC's initial pleadings. These filings included numerous references to trademark
registrations which Eiorset states were obtained to denote ownership of certain musical works, and
a request that the Copyright Office obtain and examine license agreements concerning the original
sound recordings, evidently, w ith the purpose ofascertaining whether she is idcnu fied as an original
copyright owner of the works.

7.
Thc Office disposed of thee issues in its Order to Show Cause, dated November 5. 2004, accepiing all submissions

from boih Borser. and AARC in order ro provide all parries with an opportunity to ful'ly mpress their views.
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Based upon iis finding that such statements and requests demonstrated a fundamental
misunderstanding ofthe scope ofthis proceeding and the procedures governing it, the Office sought
fiuthcr clarificatio from Borset before making a final determination on the Motion to Dismiss. To
thai end, the Copyright Once issued an Order to Show Cause("'Orda") on November 5, 2004, noting
that the current proceeding is limited to determining the distribution of royalties collected in 2003
for copyright owners with the right to reproduce sound recordings during 2003, and that it does not
include consideration of any claims associated with thc musical works embodied in those sound
recordings The Order also made clear that each claimant bears the sole responsibility for gathering
and submitting appropriate evidence in support of a claim and that general references to record
licensing agreements which the claimant believes to exist are insufficient to support a claim to
royalties in the 2003 Copyright Owners SuMund. Order to Show Cause, Docket No. 2004-4 CARP
DD 2003, dated Noveinbcr 5, 2004.

The Order to Show Cause concluded by asking Borset whether she owned the righTs
to reproduce, or authorize another to reproduce, a specific soiind recording, and if so, to identify the
name ofat least one: sound recording for which she o~ned the right to reproduce, or lo authorize
another to reproduce, that particular sound recording, reiterating that she was not to consider any
rights she may have associated with a musical work embodied in a specifi sound recording.

Borset filed her response to the Order to Show Cause on November 22, 2004. As
with the previous flings, Borset asserted her interests in various musical works and certain sound
recordings predicated upon her participation in the writing and performance of certain songs in
collaborauon with other parties. She did not, however, af5rmatively assert that in 2603, she was the
owner ofthe exclusive right to reproduce a sound recording ofa musical work. Rather her basis for
asserting a claim to the 2003 Copyright Owners Subfund flows Rom her "understanding" that she
obtained the rights (in some unspecified manner) to reproduce certain works from a former associate
who represented her interests when she collaborated and was affiliated with other named artists,
performers and corporate entities.

Discussion

Section 259.3 of the Copyright Office rules, Title 37 of the Code of Federal
Regulations, reqiiires a claimant to provide certain information to the Copyright Office as pait of its
claim. In addition to the more commonplace elements, like name and address, there are two key
requirements that must be supplied in orderto substantiate a claim to a sharc of the royalties allocated
to the 2003 Copyright Owners Subfund. First, the claim must state how the claimant fits the
definition ofan interested copyright party. 37 CS.R. g 259.3(a)(3). In thc case of the Borset claim
to the 2003 Copyright Owners Subfund, this regulation requires that Boiset be the owner of the
exclusive right to reproduce the sound recordings named in her claim pursuant to 17 U.S.C.
g 1001(7)(A). Second, the claim must identify a sound recording which has been distributed or
transmitted to the public during 2003.

In spite of the fact that Borset has had ample opportunity to make the necessary
representations in support ofher claim, she has failed to provide adequate information to the Office
to substantiate herclaim to the royalty fees allocated to the2003 Copyright Owners Subfund. Instead,
she has chosen to discuss at great lengths her allc~ rights to reproduce certain musical works rather
than focus on the Copyright Office's specific requests for inforriiation regarding her rights to
reproduce specific sound recordings In fact, her answers are so. sharply focused on her perceived
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rights 'associated with certain musical works with only passing reference to thc right to reproduce an

actual sound recording, the Office can only conclude that Borsct has continued to confuse the rights

of a sangwTiter and publisher to collect royalties set aside for the use of the musical works with a

record company's right to collect royalties for the use of the sound recording to which it holds thc

exclusive rights to reproduce and distribute.

Moreover, the Office finds the basis for Borset's contention that she owns the

exclusive riglit to make reproductions of any sound recording to be tenuous at best Instead of

offering a. factual basis for he'r vague. assertion„she appears to infer a right to make reproductions of
musical works and sound recordings based upon her asserted affiliations and collabarations with

performers, producers, writers and corporate entities who were involved in the production of tlie

works named in her claims.

Specific passages in Borset.'s response to the Noverrrber 5, 2004 Order, support these
conclusiors. First, Borset states categorically, "My understanding was that the inission of the
Copyright Arbitration Royalty Panel is, in part, to determine a fair returri for artists and owners af in
this case, musical works." Second, she discusses her affiliation with various artists, songwriters and
the record company Elekrra/Asylum to subsrariri ate her claim that she is entitled to royalties and states
that her "intention with these claims is 'solely to gain income from royalties from songs that I
collaborated on." However, her response never asserts that she was ever the owner of the master
recardiirgs af tlie sound recordings that she has identified, staking her claim instead on. her
understanding thar. she was to acquire rights to reproduce certain songs upon the. death of a farmer
associate. Again, the references are to songs and lyrics, and performance of these works in
collaboration with others.'nd in fact, 33orset may be entitled to royalties from the lviusical Works

Fund, provided that she is the legal or beneQcial owner of, or the person that controls, the right to
reproduce the musical work in a digital musical recording. But consideration of this issue is not
before the Office at this time and will be considered in a separate proceeding when the distribution
of the royalty fees in the 2003 Musical Works Fund is considered. It is also possible that Borset may
be entitled to compensation f'ram other parties, including record companies, f'orher collaborations on
various musical works and sound recordings basedupon licenseagreements that she may have entered

into or were entered into on her behalf'. Such disputes however do not fall within the jurisdiction of
the Copyright Office or the Copyright Arbitration Royalty Panels and cannot be considered in this
forum.

The only issue before the Office is whother Borset has made an adequate showing
that she is an interested copyright owner as defined. by 17 U.S.C. $ 1001(7)(A). Based upon hcr
response to a direct inquiry from the Office, the Office has concluded that Borset has failed to rrtake

aprimafacie showing her claim is valid. Bald assertions about rights that may have. been passed on
to an individual years ago based upon loosely held affiliations and associations is.nat adequate to

force the matter to a hearing before a Copyright Arbitration Royalty Panel, when another party raises
a legal challenge to the sufficiency of the claim. Moreover, the Office co~eludes that Borset is not
asserting that she owns the rights to control the reproductions of any specific sound recording

3 .,"However, l was a child ar rhc time and nor necessarily all that cognizant of either the worrh of the ron»ical v'orks. or

the value of money, neverthd~ I agreed that [name of former associate] u ouid have solo authority (power ofattorney) ro use

rhcsc lyrics. recordings that I wrore, played on, or sang on in col laborarion with him, and other musicians who would become

known as the performer» of these musical works."
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although she may have rights with respect to certain musical works.embodied therein.

Wherefore, IT IS ORDERED tlat the Motif of thc Alliance of Artists and
Recording Companies to dismiss the claims ofTrudy Borsct to the 2003 Copyright Owners Sub fund
1S GRANTED, and that the Bor'set claims to the 2003 Copyright Owners Subfund ARK
DISMISSED.

SO RECOMMENDED

beth Peters,
ter of Copyrights

S0 ORDERED.

ames H. Billington,
The Librarian ofCongress

Dated: March 21, 2005.
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Name Search Results- Page 1 of1

Home

Civil Najfnes ( (Qrg&

Name Search Results

~F'arty Name

JONES,
O'ELLA

JONES,
C'ELLA

JONES,
C'ELLA

JONES,
O'ELLA

JONES,
O'ELLA

JONES,
C'ELLA

JONES,
O'ELLA

JONES,
O'ELLA

Defendant

Defendant

GLOBAL MINISTRIES VS
JONES

CISNEROS, ETAL VS
JONES

Defendant MEYERS VS JONES

D f d t BENEFICIAL CALIF. VS
JONES

Defendant RUSSELL VS JONES

Defendant RUSSELL II VS JONES

(~(Type ([Case Name

Defendant ANDERSON VS JONES

Defendant ROCCA VS JONES

)) Category

Unlawful Detainer

][Case Number I)F/Ied

09/11/20021762

UD UNDER $2,500 CIVRS22091 06/19/1992

UNLAWFUL
DETAINER

UNLAWFUL
DETAINER

UNLAWFUL
DETAINER

CIVRS37082 02/06/1996

CIVRS39886 09/06/1 996

CIVRS44673 05/22/1997

Unlawful Detainer CIVRS49156 03/06/1998

Unlawful Detainer CIVRS62810 11/07/2001

Unlawful Detainer CIVRS63311 12/28/2001

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civilnames.asp?deflastname=JONHS8cbus=NAde5ni... 7/10/2006



CIVRS02-1762 Actions — Richmond Civil
t

Page 1 of 1

((gg

Home
Pending Hearings

Complaints/Parties Actions
Case Report

Case CIVRS02-1762 - ANDERSON VS JONES

Move To This Date

~iliewed Date

02/24/2003 8:30 AM
DEPT. 14

02/21/2003

02/21/2003

02/21/2003

02/1 9/2003

01/27/2003 8:30 AM
DEPT. 14

01/21/2003

12/30/2002

11/01/2002

10/31/2002

10/26/2002 7:00 AM
DEPT. 2C LK

09/11/2002

09/1 1/2002

09/1 1/2002

Action Text

HEARING ON OSC RE: FAILURE TO DISPOSITION
U.D.CASEWITHIN 45 DAYS

REQUEST FILED AND DISMISSAL ENTERED WITHOUT
PREJUDICE AS TO ENTIRE ACTION

REQUEST FILED AND DISMISSAL ENTERED WITHOUT
PREJUDICE AS TO ENTIRE ACTION

ENTIRE ACTION DISMISSED WITHOUT PREJUDICE

2OUD CALENDARED ON 02/24/03 IN DEPT. 2OSC. HAS BEEN
UPDATED TO 02/24/03 IN DEPT. 14.

HEARING ON OSC RE: FAILURE TO DISPOSITION
U.D.CASEWITHIN 45 DAYS

2OUD CALENDARED ON 01/27/03 IN DEPT. 2OSC. HAS BEEN
UPDATED TO 01/27/03 IN DEPT. 14.

HEARING ON OSC RE: FAILURE TO DISPOSITION U.D. CASE
WAS SET FOR 1/27/03 AT 8:30 IN DEPT. 2OSC

ORDER TO POST SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT FILED

APPLICATION/DECLARATION FOR ORDER TO POST
SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT FILED

UNLAWFUL DETAINERS NOT DISPOSITIONED OR IN THE
COURT CONTROL WITH IN 45 DAYS

UNLAWFUL DETAINER COMPLAINT FILED (UNDER $10,000).
SUMMONS ISSUED

HEARING SET FOR DISPOSITION DATE ON 10/26/02 AT 7:00
IN DEPT. 2CLK

UNLAWFUL DETAINER CASE ENTRY COMPLETE

Disposition

Vacated

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Complete

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

OSC
ISSUED

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenumber=RS02-1762kcourtcode... 7/10/2006



CIVRS22091 Actions — Richmond Civil .Page 1 of2

Home Com pie ints/Parties Actions
Pending Hearings Case Report

Case CIVRS2209'I - ROCCA VS JONES

Move To This Date

~iliewed Date Action Text Disposition

N

N

N

08i1 3/1 992

07/29/1 992

07/28/'I 992 9:00
AM DEPT. 04

RETURNED WRIT OF POSSESSION REAL PROPERTY FILED
RETURNED FULLY SATISFIED

WITH CLERK'8 CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

PETITION FOR STAY OF EXECUTION

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Granted

N 07/21/1992

N 07/21/1992

N 07/20/ "I 992

07/20/1 992

N

07/20/1 992

07/17/1992 8:30
AM DEPT. 02

N 07/07/1992

N 06/29/1 992

N 07/28/1992

07/27/1 992

N 07/21/1 992

CLERK JJ NOTIFIED SHERIFF RE: STAY GRANTED

PETITION FOR STAY OF EXECUTION FILED BY O'ELLA JONES

JUDGMENT CORRECTED TO ADD SECOND DEFENDANT

CORRECTED JUDGMENT MAILED 7/21/92

WRIT OF POSSESSION REAL PROPERTY ISSUED TO %%
*COY%% COUNTY

JUDGMENT ENTERED ON 07/20/92

CASE CLOSED

CASE IS CLOSED - NO FURTHER ACTION TO BE TAKEN

COURT TRIAL - UNLAWFUL DETAINER

TRIAL NOTICE ISSUED TO ALL PARTIES

SUMMONS FILED ON COMPLAINT OF CURT ROCCA

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

ORDERED
I

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

N 06/29/1 992
PROOF OF SERVICE FILED ON COMPLAINT OF CURT ROCCA
AS TO DEF ENDANT MARK BATCHEN WITH SERVICE DATE OF
06/20/92

Not
Applicable

N 06/29/1 992

N 06/29/1992

N 06/29/1992

REQUEST TO ENTER DEFAULT ON COMPLAINT OF CURT
ROCCA FILED AS TO DEFENDANT MARK BATCHEN

MEMORANDUM TO SET CASE FOR COURT TRIAL FILED BY
CURT ROCCA

DEFAULT ENTERED ON THE COMPLAINT OF CURT ROCCA
AGAINST DEFENDANT MARK BATCHEN

ANSWER TO COMPLAINT OF CURT ROCCA FILED BY O'ELLA

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenumber=RS22091&courtcode=R... 7/10/2006



CIVRS22091 Actions - Richmond Civil Page 2 of 2

ll06/25/1 992

N 06/25/1 992

N 06/1 9/1992

N 06/19/1992

06/1 9/1992

iiJONES REPRESENTED BY PRO/PER

APPLICATION FOR WAIVER OF COURT FEES AND COSTS
FILED BY O'ELLA JONES

IIAppllcable I

Granted

COMPLAINT FILED. SUMMONS ISSUED

CASE ENTRY COMPLETED

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

DECLARATION OF CURT ROCCA FILED RE CLAIM FOR MONEY Not
DAMAGES UNDER $2,500 Applicable

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenumber=RS220918zcourtcode=R... 7/10/2006



CIVRS37082 Actions — Richmond Civil Page 1 of 1

Home Comptairits/Parties Actions
Peridiiri9 Hearings Case Report

Case CIVRS37082 - GLOBAL MINISTRIES VS JONES

Move To This Date

~Viewed Date

O 05/10/1996 1:30
AM DEPT. 2

a 03/22/1996 9:00
AM DEPT. 02

02/28/1 996

Action Text

FEE RECEIVED FOR SEARCH FROM

FEE RECEIVED FOR SEARCH FROM

OSC: FAILURE TO DISPOSITION UNLAWFUL DETAINER

REQUEST FILED AND DISMISSAL ENTERED WITHOUT
PREJUDICE AS TO ENTIRE ACTION

REQUEST FILED AND DISMISSAL ENTERED WITHOUT
PREJUDICE AS TO ENTIRE ACTION

ENTIRE ACTION DISMISSED WITHOUT PREJUDICE

OSC RE: DISPOSITION OF UNLAWFUL DETAINER WAS SET
FOR 5/10/96 AT 1:30 IN DEPT. 2

UNLAWFUL DETAINERS NOT DISPOSITIONED OR IN THE

PROOF OF SERVICE FILED ON COMPLAINT OF GLOBAL
CHRISTIAN MINISTRIES AS TO DEF ENDANT O'ELLA JONES
WITH SERVICE DATE OF 02/13/96

SUMMONS FILED ON COMPLAINT OF GLOBAL CHRISTIAN
MINISTRIES

CASE ENTRY COMPLETED

UNLAWFUL DETAINER COMPLAINT FILED (UNDER $10,000).
SUMMONS ISSUED

DISPOSITION DATE FOR U.D. SET FOR 3/22/96 AT 9:00 IN DEPT.
02

Disposition

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Vacated

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Vacated

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenumber=RS37082dk;courtcode=R... 7/10/2006



CIVRS39886 Actions - Richmond Civil Page 1 of 2

((JKi

Home
Pending Hearings

Complaints/Parties Actions
Case Report

Case CIVRS39886 - CISNEROS, ETAL VS JONES

I Move To This Date j

(Viewed I(Date

01/31/2002

01/31/2002

12/30/1996

10/25/1996 8:30
AM DEPT. 04

ii10/23/1996

10/23/1 996

10/23/1 996

10/09/1 996

10/09/1 996

10/09/1 996

10/09/1 996

10/09/1996

10/09/1 996

10/07/1996

)]Action Text

FEE RECEIVED FOR SEARCH FROM

FEE RECEIVED FOR SEARCH FROM

RETURNED WRIT OF POSSESSION ISSUED TO CONTRA COSTA
COUNTY RETURNED FULLY SATISFIED

PETITION FOR STAY OF EXECUTION

IIPETITION FOR STAY OF EXECUTION FILED BY O'ELLA JONES

HEARING ON PETITION FOR STAY WAS SET FOR 10/25/96 AT
8:30 IN DEPT. 04

CLERK NEVA NOTIFIED SHERIFF RE: POSSIBLE STAY

UNLAWFUL DETAINERS NOT DISPOSITIONED OR IN THE

RETURNED WRIT OF POSSESSION ISSUED TO CONTRA COSTA
COUNTY RETURNED UN SATISFIED

SET JUDGMENT STATUS 0002 UNSATISFIED

OCCUPANTS ADDED AS A PARTY

WRIT OF POSSESSION REAL PROPERTY ISSUED TO CONTRA
COSTA COUNTY

PROOF OF SERVICE OF PREJUDGMENT CLAIM OF RIGHT TO
POSSESSION FILED ON COMPLAINT OF HENRY CISNEROS AS
TO OCCUPANTS WITH SERVICE DATE OF 09/09/96

SUMMONS FILED ON COMPLAINT OF HENRY CISNEROS

JUDGMENT ENTERED - CONTESTED COURT TRIAL ON 10/04/96

IIIDisposition
]

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Granted

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Vacated

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

10/04/1996 WITH CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

II
COURT TRIAL UNLAWFUL DETAINER WAS SET FOR 10/04/96

WRIT OF POSSESSION REAL PROPERTY ISSUED TO CONTRA
COSTA COUNTY

AM DEPT. 02 COURT TRIAL - UNLAWFUL DETAINER ORDERED
I

Not
Applicable

IINot

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenumber=RS398868rcourtcode=R... 7/10/2006



CIVRS39886 Actions - Richmond Civil
4

Page 2 of 2

09/20/1996

09/20/1 996

09/1 7/1 996

09/1 3/1 996

09/1 2/1 996

09/12/1996

09/06/1 996

09/06/1 996

09/06/1996

AT 8:30 IN DEPT. 02

TRIAL NOTICE ISSUED TO ALL PARTIES

AMENDED ANSWER TO COMPLAINT OF HENRY CISNEROS OF
HENRY CISNEROS FILED BY O'ELLA JONES

MEMORANDUM TO SET CASE FOR COURT TRIAL FILED BY
HENRY CISNEROS

ANSWER TO COMPLAINT OF HENRY CISNEROS FILED BY
O'ELLA JONES REPRESENTED BY PRO/PER

APPLICATION FOR WAIVER OF COURT FEES AND COSTS FILED
BY O'ELLA JONES

UNLAWFUL DETAINER COMPLAINT FILED (UNDER $ 10,000).
S UMM ON S ISS U ED

DISPOSITION DATE FOR U.D. SET FOR 10/21/96 AT 9:00 IN DEPT.
02

CASE ENTRY COMPLETED

Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Granted

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenumber=RS39886@courtcode=R... 7/10/2006



CIVRS44673 Actions - Richmond Civil Page 1 of 2

p(~c~g.

'ome

Pending Hearings

Actions
Complaints/Parties Actions
Case Report

Ir+9

Case CIVRS44673 - MEYERS VS JONES

Move To This Date ]

I
Viewed [)Date

09/22/1 997

JIIAction Text

RETURNED WRIT OF POSSESSION ISSUED TO CONTRA
COSTA COUNTY RETURNED WHOLLY UN SATISFIED

][IDisposition

Not
Applicable

8/ 6/ 'EARING ON PETITION FOR STAY OF EXECUTION
DEPT. 02

Vacated

08/06/1997

08/04I1 997

08/04/1997

ii08/04/1997

07/23/1 997

07/23/1997

07/23/1997

07/07/1997 9:00 AM
DEPT. 02

06/25/1997 8:30 AM
DEPT. 02

06/10/1997

06/10/1997

06/03/1997

05/30/1997

05/30/1997

05/22/1 997

05/22/1997

05/22/1997

CLERK ROSIE NOTIFIED SHERIFF RE: STAY DENIED

PETITION FOR STAY OF EXECUTION FILED BY O'ELLA
JONES

APPLICATION FOR WAIVER OF COURT FEES AND COSTS
FILED BY O'ELLA JONES

IIHEARING WAS SET FOR 8/06/97 AT 8:30 IN DEPT 02

O'ELLA JONES ADDED AS A PARTY

JUDGMENT ENTERED - CONTESTED COURT TRIAL ON
07I23I97

WRIT OF POSSESSION REAL PROPERTY ISSUED TO
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY

UNLAWFUL DETAINERS NOT DISPOSITIONED OR IN THE

COURT TRIAL - UNLAWFUL DETAINER

COURT TRIAL - UNLAWFUL DETAINER WAS SET FOR 6/25/97
AT 8:30 IN DEPT. 02

TRIAL NOTICE ISSUED TO ALL PARTIES

MEMORANDUM TO SET CASE FOR COURT TRIAL FILED BY
DONALD C. MEYERS

ANSWER TO COMPLAINT OF DONALD MEYERS FILED BY
CEOLA JONES REPRESENTED BY PRO/PER
APPLICATION FOR WAIVER OF COURT FEES AND COSTS
FILED BY CEOLA JONES

CASE ENTRY COMPLETED

UNLAWFUL DETAINER COMPLAINT FILED (UNDER $10,000).
SUMMONS ISSUED

DISPOSITION DATE FOR U.D. SET FOR 7/07/97 AT 9:00 IN
DEPT. 02

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Granted

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Vacated

ORDEREDI

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Granted

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenumber=RS446738rcourtcode=R... 7/10/2006



CIVRS49156 Actions - Richmond Civil Page 1 of2

((+ed

Home
Pending Hearings

Case CIVRS49156 - BENEFICIAL CALIF. VS JONES

Move To This Date

~lliewed Date

06/02/1 998

04/20/1998 9:00
AM DEPT. CLK

04/14/1 998

04/1 3/1 998

04/08/1998 8:30
AM DEPT. 03

04/08/1 998

04/06/1 998

04/02/1 998

04/02/1 998

04/02/1 998

04/02/1998

04/02/1 998

03/26/1 998

03/26/1 998

03/1 9/1 998

03/1 6/1 998

03/16/1 998

Action Text

RETURNED WRIT OF POSSESSION ISSUED TO CONTRA COSTA
COUNTY RETURNED FULLY SATISFIED

UNLAWFUL DETAINERS NOT DISPOSITIONED OR IN THE

WRIT OF POSSESSION REAL PROPERTY ISSUED TO CONTRA
COSTA COUNTY

JUDGMENT ENTERED - CONTESTED COURT TRIAL ON 04/08/98

COURT TRIAL - UNLAWFUL DETAINER

WITH CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

CTUD CALENDARED ON 04/08/98 IN DEPT. CT. HAS BEEN
UPDATED TO 04/08/98 IN DEPT. 03.
SUMMONS FILED ON UD COMPLAINT OF BENEFICIAL
CALIFORNIA INC

ALL OTHER OCCUPANTS ADDED AS A PARTY

PROOF OF SERVICE OF PREJUDGMENT CLAIM OF RIGHT TO
POSSESSION FILED ON UD COMPLAINT OF BENEFICIAL
CALIFORNIA INC AS TO ALL OTHER OCCUPANTS WITH SERVICE
DATE OF 03/12/98

REQUEST TO ENTER DEFAULT ON UD COMPLAINT OF
BENEFICIAL CALIFORNIA INC FILED AS TO DEFENDANT ALL
OTHER OCCUPANTS

DEFAULT ENTERED ON THE UD COMPLAINT OF BENEFICIAL
CALIFORNIA INC AGAINST DEFENDANT ALL OTHER OCCUPANTS

COURT TRIAL — UNLAWFUL DETAINER WAS SET FOR 4/08/98 AT
8:30 IN DEPT. CT

TRIAL NOTICE ISSUED TO ALL PARTIES

MEMORANDUM TO SET CASE FOR COURT TRIAL FILED BY
BENEFICIAL CALIFORNIA INC

ANSWER TO UD COMPLAINT OF BENEFICIAL CALIFORNIA INC
FILED BY O'ELLA JONES REPRESENTED BY PRO/PER
APPLICATION FOR WAIVER OF COURT FEES AND COSTS FILED
BY O'ELLA JONES

Disposition

Not
Applicable

Vacated

Not
Applicable

ORDERED
I

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Granted

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iohv/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenumber=RS49156&courtcode=R... 7/10/2006



CIVRS49156 Actions - Richmond Civil
1

Page 2 of 2

03/06/1998

03/06/1 998

03/06/1 998

UNLAWFUL DETAINER COMPLAINT FILED (UNDER $10,000)
SUMMONS ISSUED

DISPOSITION DATE FOR U.D. SET FOR 4/20/98 AT 9:00 IN DEPT.
CLK

UNLAWFUL DETAINER CASE ENTRY COMPLETE

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable



CIVRS62810 Actions - Richmond Civil Page 1 of1

Home
Pending Hearings

Complaints/Parties Actions
Case Report

Case CIVRS82810 - RUSSELL VS JONES

[ Move To This Date ]

f
Viewed ()Date

12/22/2001 7:00 AM
DEPT. 2CLK

12/19/2001

12/1 9/2001 8:30 AM
DEPT. 27

12/18/2001

12/06/2001 1:30 PM
DEPT. 34

12/04/2001

11/26/2001

11/26/2001

11/15/2001

11/1 5/2001

11/1 5/2001

11/1 5/2001

11/07/2001

11/07/2001

1 1/07/2001

COURT TRIAL - UNLAWFUL DETAINER ORDEREDI

2CTUD CALENDARED ON 12/1 9/01 IN DEPT. 2CT. HAS BEEN Not
UPDATED TO 12/19/01 IN DEPT. 30. Applicable

COURT TRIAL - UNLAWFUL DETAINER Continued

2CTUD CALENDARED ON 12/06/01 IN DEPT. 2CT. HAS BEEN Not
UPDATED TO 12/06/01 IN DEPT. 34. Applicable

COURT TRIAL - U.D. WAS SET FOR 12/06/01 AT 13:30 IN
DEPT. 2CT

TRIAL NOTICE ISSUED TO ALL PARTIES

ANSWER TO UD COMPLAINT OF HOWARD RUSSELL FILED
BY O'ELLA JONES REPRESENTED BY PRO/PER

APPLICATION FOR WAIVER OF COURT FEES AND COSTS
FILED BY O'ELLA JONES
MEMORANDUM TO SET CASE FOR COURT TRIAL FILED BY
HOWARD L RUSSELL II

ORDER GRANTING FEE WAIVER FILED

UNLAWFUL DETAINER CASE ENTRY COMPLETE

UNLAWFUL DETAINER COMPLAINT FILED (UNDER $10,000).
SUMMONS ISSUED

HEARING SET FOR DISPOSITION DATE ON 12/22/01 AT 7:00
IN DEPT. 2CLK

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Granted

Not
Applicable

Not
A'pplicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

I [Action Text )[Disposition

UNLAWFUL DETAINERS NOT DISPOSITIONED OR IN THE
COURT CONTROL WITH IN 45 DAYS

2CTUD CALENDARED ON 12/19/01 IN DEPT. 30. HAS BEEN Not
UPDATED TO 12/1 9/01 IN DEPT. 27. Applicable

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenumber=RS628108rcourtcode=R... 7/10/2006



CIVRS63311 Actions - Richmond Civil Page 1 of 3

Home
Pending Hearings

Complaints/Parties Actions
Case Report

Case CIVRS63311 - RUSSELL II VS JONES

Move To This Date

~lliewed Date

04/29/2002 9:00
AM DEPT. 2LM

04/24/2002

Action Text

HEARING ON REVIEW

RETURNED WRIT OF POSSESSION ISSUED TO CONTRA
COSTA COUNTY RETURNED FULLY SATISFIED

Disposition

Vacated

Not
Applicable

04/1 8/2002

04/1 8/2002 CLERK CARRIE NOTIFIED SHERIFF RE: LEFT MESSAGE W/
SHERIFF PETITON FOR STAY

Not
Applicable

PETITION FOR STAY OF EXECUTION FILED BY O'ELLA JONES Denied

04/18/2002

04/1 8/2002

04/1 8/2002

04/1 8/2002

04/1 0/2002

04/1 0/2002

04/1 0/2002

04/10/2002

SPOKE TO PLTFS ATTY SEC.VERONICA DENIED STAY

2ND PETITION DENIED DEF. NOTIFIED BY PHONE

CLERK CARRIE NOTIFIED SHERIFF RE: NEVA RE:DENIED
PETITION FOR STAY

SPOKE TO DEF. CELLA JONES DENIED PETITION FOR STAY

JUDGMENT ENTERED - BEFORE TRIAL ON 04/10/02

ORDER TO/FOR EXPARTE APPLICATION FOR JUDGMENT
PURSUANT TO STIP FILED

WRIT FORWARDED TO SO 12:10PM

WRIT OF POSSESSION REAL PROPERTY ISSUED TO CONTRA
COSTA COUNTY

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

04/05/2002

04/05/2002

SUMMONS FILED ON UD COMPLAINT OF HOWARD RUSSELL, ll Not
Applicable

PROOF OF SERVICE FILED ON UD COMPLAINT OF HOWARD
RUSSELL I I AS TO DEF ENDANT C ELLA JONES WITH SERVICE
DATE OF 12/29/01 Applicable

04/05/2002

04/05/2002

04/05/2002

04/05/2002

PROOF OF SERVICE OF PREJUDGMENT CLAIM OF RIGHT TO
POSSESSION FILED ON UD COMPLAINT OF HOWARD
RUSSELL, II AS TO ALL OTHER OCCUPANTS WITH SERVICE
DATE OF 12/30/01

ALL OTHER OCCUPANTS ADDED AS A PARTY

EX-PARTE APPLICATION FOR JUDGMENT PURSUANT TO
STIP/DECLARATIONS FILED BY HOWARD L. RUSSELL, II

EX-PARTE APPLICATION TO/FOR JUDGMENT PURSUANT TO

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenumber=RS63311&courtcode=R... 7/10/2006



CIVRS63311 Actions - Richmond Civil Page 2 of 3

03/26/2002

03/22/2002

02/14/2002

02/13/2002 7:00
AM DEPT.
2CLK

02/07/2002

02/05/2002

02/04/2002

02/04/2002
11:00 AM DEPT
30

02/04/2002

01/31/2002

01/31/2002

01/31/2002

01/31/2002

01/30/2002 8:30
AM DEPT. 30

01/28/2002

0 1I /I 7/2002

01/1 6/2002

01/1 6/2002

01/14/2002

01/14/2002

01/09/2002

01/07/2002

01/07/2002

01/07/2002

STIP/DECLARATIONS FILED BY HOWARD L. RUSSELL, II

UPDATE PARTY UD COMPLAINT OF HOWARD RUSSELL, II

CORRECT ADDRESS AND SENT COPIES OF RETD PAPERS.

NTC OF CONT OF JT W/CERT OF MAIL RETURNED

UNLAWFUL DETAINERS NOT DISPOSITIONED OR IN THE
COURT CONTROL WITH IN 45 DAYS

LAW & MOTION HEARING WAS SET FOR 4/29/02 AT 9:00 IN

DEPT., 2LM

WITH CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

JURY TRIAL WAS SET FOR 2/04/02 AT 11:00 IN DEPT. 2CT
UPDATED TO 30

JURY TRIAL - UNLAWFUL DETAINER

ORDER TO/FOR STIPULATION FIL.ED

DEF NOTICE OF COURT TRIAL RETD- NO SUCH 0

EX-PARTE APPLICATION FOR ORDER SHORTENING TIME ON
MOTION TO AMEND ANSWER FILED BY O'ELLA JONES
EX-PARTE APPLICATION TO/FOR ORDER SHORTENING TIME
ON MOTION TO AMEND ANSWER FILED BY O'ELLA JONES
JURY TRIAL WAS SET FOR 2/04/02 AT 11:00 IN DEPT. 2CT

COURT TRIAL - UNLAWFUL DETAINER

2CTUD CALENDARED ON 01/30/02 IN DEPT. 2CT. HAS BEEN
UPDATED TO 01/30/02 IN DEPT. 30.

ORDER GRANTING ADDTL FEE WAIVER FILED

COURT TRIAL - U.D. WAS SET FOR I/30/02 AT 8:30 IN DEPT.
2CT

TRIAL NOTICE ISSUED TO ALL PARTIES

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL FILED BY O'ELLA JONES

APPLICATION FOR WAIVER OF ADDITIONAL COURT FEES &
COSTS RE: JURY FEES/REPORTER FEES FILED BY O'ELLA
JONES

MEMORANDUM TO SET CASE FOR COURT TRIAL FILED BY
HOWARD L. RUSSELL, II

ANSWER TO UD COMPLAINT OF HOWARD RUSSELL, II FILED
BY O'ELLA JONES REPRESENTED BY PRO/PER
APPLICATION FOR WAIVER OF COURT FEES AND COSTS
FILED BY O'ELLA JONES

ORDER GRANTING FEE WAIVER FILED

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Vacated

Not
Applicable

ORDEREDI

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

CONTINUED

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Granted

Not

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenumber=RS63311&courtcode=R... 7/10/2006



CIVRS63311 Actions - Richmond Civil Page 3 of 3

12/28/2001

12/28/2001

12/28/2001

UNLAWFUL DETAINER COMPLAINT FILED (UNDER $10,000).
SUMMONS ISSUED

HEARING SET FOR DISPOSITION DATE ON 2/1 3/02 AT 7:00 IN

DEPT. 2CLK

UNLAWFUL DETAINER CASE ENTRY COMPLETE

Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenumber=RS63311kcourtcode=R... 7/10/2006
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Name Search Results- Page 1 of 1

Home

Name Search Results

Pariy illams ~Type Case Name Category Case Number Filed

JONES,
CELLA

JONES,
CELLA

Defendant

Defendant

PROFESSIONAL VS JONES, ET
AL.

ONA VS JONES

Unlawful Detainer

UNLAWFUL
DETAINER

CIVRS03-
2867
CIVRS06-
0070

11/06/2003

01/20/2006

JONES,
CELLA

Defendant PEOPLE VS JONES CRIMINAL REST CIVRS10593 01/12/1999

JONES,
CELLA

JONES,
CELLA

JONES,
CELLA

Defendant

Defendant

Defendant

ARCS MORTGAGE VS JONES

GOLDEN GATE FURNITURE
VS. JONES

THOMAS VS JONES

UNLAWFUL
DETAINER

CONTRACT

UNLAWFUL
DETAINER

CIVRS107298

C IVRS20904

C IVRS29243

10/31/1991

03/16/1992

03/04/1994

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civilnames.asp?deflastname=JONES%bus=N@defmi... 7/10/2006



CIVRS03-2867 Actions - Richmond Civil Page 1 of 2

: Acborts
Home
Pendling Hearings

Complaints/Parties Actions
Case Report

Case CIVRS03-2867 - PROFESSIONAL VS JONES, ET AL.

Move To This Date

~Viewed Date

01/20/2004

12/23/2003 7:00
AM DEPT.
2CLK

12/11/2003

12/11/2003

12/1 1/2003

12/1 0/2003

12/01/2003

11/26/2003

1 1/26/2003

11/26/2003

11/26/2003

11/26/2003

1 1/26/2003

11/1 8/2003

1 1/1 8/2003

1 1/1 8/2003

Action Text

RETURNED WRIT OF POSSESSION ISSUED TO CONTRA COSTA
COUNTY RETURNED FULLY SATISFIED

UNLAWFUL DETAINERS NOT DISPOSITIONED OR IN THE COURT
CONTROL WITH IN 45 DAYS

WRIT OF POSSESSION REAL PROPERTY ISSUED TO CONTRA
COSTA COUNTY

AMENDED WRIT GF POSSESSION ISSUED

WRIT FORWARDED TO SO

RETURNED WRIT GF POSSESSION ISSUED TO CONTRA COSTA
COUNTY RETURNED WHOLLYUN SATISFIED

WRIT FORWARDED TO S/0 (10:25AM)

ALL OTHER OCCUPANTS ADDED AS A PARTY

PROOF OF SERVICE OF PREJUDGMENT CLAIM OF RIGHT TO
POSSESSION FILED ON UD COMPLAINT GF PROFESSIONAL
PROPERTY MANAGMENT AS TO ALL OTHER OCCUPANTS WITH
SERVICE DATE OF 11/10/03

REQUEST TO ENTER DEFAULT ON UD COMPLAINT OF
PROFESSIONAL PROPERTY MANAGMENT FILED AS TO
DEFENDANT ALL OTHER OCCUPANTS

JUDGMENT ENTERED FOR RESTITUTION OF THE PREMISES
ONLY ON 11/26/03

WRIT OF POSSESSION REAL PROPERTY ISSUED TO CONTRA
COSTA COUNTY

DEFAULT ENTERED ON THE UD COMPLAINT OF PROFESSIONAL
PROPERTY MANAGMENT AGAINST DEFENDANT ALL OTHER
OCCUPANTS

SUMMONS FILED ON UD COMPLAINT OF PROFESSIONAL
PROPERTYMANAGMENT

PROOF OF SERVICE FILED ON UD COMPLAINT OF
PROFESSIONAL PROPERTY MANAGMENT AS TO DEF ENDANT
CELLA JONES WITH SERVICE DATE OF 11/10/03

DEFAULT ENTERED ON THE UD COMPLAINT OF PROFESSIONAL
PROPERTY MANAGMENT AGAINST DEFENDANT CELLA JONES

Disposition

Not
Applicable

Vacated

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenumber=RS03-2867&courtcode... 7/10/2006



CIVRS03-2867 Actions - Richmond Civil Page 2 of2

11/1 8/2003

11/06/2003

11/06/2003

11/06/2003

REQUEST TO ENTER DEFAULT ON UD COMPLAINT OF
PROFESSIONAL PROPERTY MANAGMENT FILED AS TO
DEFENDANT CELLA JONES

UNLAWFUL DETAINER COMPLAINT FILED (UNDER $10,000).
SUMMONS ISSUED

HEARING SET FOR DISPOSITION DATE ON 12/23/03 AT 7:00 IN

DEPT. 2CLK

UNLAWFUL DETAINER CASE ENTRY COMPLETE

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenumber=RS03-2867&courtcode... 7/10/2006



CIVRS06-0070 Actions — Richmond Civil
1

Page 1 of 2

Home
Pending Hearings

Case CIVRS06-0070 - ONA VS JONES

Move To This Date

~Viewed Date

12/20/2006 1:30 PM
DEPT. 2CT

03/07/2006 7:00 AM
DEPT. 2CLK

02/15/2006 1:30 PM
DEPT. 14

02/1 0/2006

02/1 0/2006

02/1 0/2006

02/09/2006

02/01/2006

02/01/2006

01/27/2006

01/27/2006

01/27/2006

01/25/2006

01/25/2006

01/25/2006

01/20/2006

01/20/2006

01/20/2006

Action Text

HEARING ON STATUS REVIEW RE: REVIEW

UNLAWFUL DETAINERS NOT DISPOSITIONED OR IN THE
COURT CONTROL WITH IN 45 DAYS

COURT TRIAL - UNLAWFUL DETAINER

EX-PARTE APPLICATION FOR CONTINUACE OF COURT
TRIAL FILED BY CELLA JONES

EX-PARTE APPLICATION TO/FOR CONTINUACE OF
COURT TRIAL FILED BY CELLA JONES

ORDER DENYING REQUEST FOR CONTINUANCE FILED

2CTUD CALENDARED ON 02/15/06 IN DEPT. 2CT. HAS
BEEN UPDATED TO 02/15/06 IN DEPT. 14.

COURT TRIAL - U.D. WAS SET FOR 2/15/06 AT 13:30 IN
DEPT. 2CT

TRIAL NOTICE ISSUED TO ALL PARTIES

FEE RECEIVED FOR FORMS FROM DR GODWIN ONA

FEE RECEIVED FOR FORMS FROM DR GODWIN ONA

MEMORANDUM TO SET CASE FOR COURT TRIAL FILED
BY DR GODWIN ONA

ANSWER TO UD COMPLAINT OF DR ONA FILED BY CELLA
JONES REPRESENTED BY PRO/PER

APPLICATION FOR WAIVER OF COURT FEES AND COSTS
FILED BY CELLA JONES.

ORDER FILED ON WAIVER OF FEES AS TO CELLA JONES
IS GRANTED.

UNLAWFUL DETAINER COMPLAINT FILED (UNDER
$ 10,000). SUMMONS ISSUED

UNLAWFUL DETAINER CASE ENTRY COMPLETE

HEARING SET FOR DISPOSITION DATE ON 3/07/06 AT 7:00
IN DEPT. 2CLK

ORIGINAL SUMMONS ON UD COMPLAINT OF DR ONA

Disposition

Vacated

ORDEREDI

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Granted

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenumber=RS06-0070kcourtcode... 7/10/2006
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01/20/2006

01/20/2006

FILED

COLOR OF FILE IS PINK

Applicable

Not
Applicable

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenumber=RS06-0070&courtcode... 7/10/2006
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Home
Pending Hearings

Complaints/Pardes Actions
Case Report

Case CIVRS10593 - PEOPLE VS JONES

Move To This Date

~Viewed ~Date Action Text Disposition

01/1 2/1999

01/12/1 999

01/12/1 999

JUDGMENT PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE 1214(A) P.C. FINE
ORDERED-COURT PROBATION. CRIMINAL 0 159629-5

CASE ENTRY COMPLETED

JUDGMENT ENTERED - BEFORE TRIAL ON 01/12/99

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenumber=RS10593dk courtcode=R... 7/10/2006
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Home CornplaintslParties Actions
Pending Hearings Case Report

Case ClVRS107298 - ARCS MORTGAGE VS JONES

[ Move To This Date ]

]Viewed I]Date

N 04/09/1 992
RETURNED WRIT OF POSSESSION REAL PROPERTY FILED.
RETURNED FULLY SATISFIED

Not
Applicable

f)Action Text ]]Disposition

N

N

N

N

N

03/03/1 992

03/03/1992

03/03/1992

03/03/1 992

02/19/1992

02/19/1992

02/1 9/1 992

JUDGMENT ENTERED ON 03/03/92

WITH CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

WRIT OF EXECUTION FORWARDED TO CCCSO

WRIT OF POSSESSION REAL PROPERTY ISSUED TO %%
*COY%% COUNTY

WRIT RETD TO ATTY UN-ISSUED. TRIED TO PHONE ATTY.

COLLECT TO ADVISE NO JUDGMENT HAD BEEN ENTERED
ON

CASE BUT OFFICE WOULD NOT ACCEPT COLLECT CALL

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

N COURT TRIAL - UNLAWFUL DETAINERDEPT. 02 ORDEREDI

N

N

N

N

N

N

N

N

12/13/1 991

12/09/1991

12/03/1991

11/1 3/1991

11/1 3/1991

10/31/1991

10/31/1991

10/31/1991

LETTER FROM ATTY TORRES FILED

TRIAL NOTICE ISSUED TO ALL PARTIES

MEMORANDUM TO SET FOR TRIAL FILED BY ARCS
MORTGAGE, INC

ANSWER TO COMPLAINT OF ARCS MORTGAGE, INC FILED
BY CEOLA JONES REPRESENTED BY PRO/PER

APPLICATION FOR WAIVER OF COURT FEES AND COSTS
FILED BY CEOLA JONES

COMPLAINT FILED. SUMMONS ISSUED

CASE ENTRY COMPLETED

UPDATED COMPLAINT OF ARCS MORTGAGE, INC

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Granted

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenumber=RS107298&courtcode=... 7/10/2006
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Home Complaints/Partlee Actions
Pending Hearings Case Report

Case CIVRS20904 - GOLDEN GATE FURNITURE VS. JONES

Move To This Date

~lliewed Date

06/01/1 995

Action Text

SATISFACTION OF JUDGMENT FILED ON

Disposition

Not
Applicable

N

N

N

ON

N

ON

ON

N

N

05/03/1994

05/03/1 994

09/1 3/1 993

07/1 5/1 993

05/03/1 993

03/19/1993 1:30
PM DEPT. CIVIL

01/08/1993

11/04/1 992

11/04/1 992

1 0/09/1 992

09/25/1 992 1:30
PM DEPT. CIVIL

MEMORANDUM OF ACCRUED COSTS AFTER JUDGMENT
FILED. $0.00 CREDITS, $254.78 INTEREST AND $0.00 COSTS
MAILED ON 04/25/94

WRIT OF EXECUTION ISSUED TO ALAMEDA COUNTY IN THE
AMOUNT OF $1668.68

ORIGINAL BENCH WARRANT RETD.

SUBSTITUTION OF ATTORNEYS FILED ON BEHALF OF
GOLDEN GATE FURNITURE, INC.

BENCH WARRANT ISSUED FOR CELLA JONES. BAIL SET AT
$250.00. WARRANT FORWARDED TO CCSO W/DESCRIPTION
SHEET & CHECK

HEARING RE: ORDER OF EXAMINATION ON CELLA JONES

ORDER OF EXAMINATION ISSUED FOR CELLA JONES FILED

BENCH WARRANT ISSUED FOR CELLA JONES RECALLED

ORIGINAL BENCH WARRANT FILED

BENCH WARRANT ISSUED FOR CELLA JONES. BAIL SET AT
$250.00. WARRANT FORWARDED TO CCSO W/DESCRIPTION
SHEET 5 CHECK

HEARING RE: ORDER OF EXAMINATION ON CELLA JONES

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Completed

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Completed

N 08/13/1992

N 07/1 5/1 992

N 06/30/1 992

PROOF OF SERVICE ON ORDER OF EXAMINATION FOR CELLA
JONES FILED.

ORDER OF EXAMINATION ISSUED FOR CELLA JONES FILED

SUMMONS FILED ON COMPLAINT OF GOLDEN GATE
FURNITURE, INC.

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

PROOF OF SERVICE FILED ON COMPLAINT OF GOLDEN GATE
N 06/30/'l 992 FURNITURE, INC. AS TO DEF ENDANT CELLA JONES WITH

SERVICE DATE OF 05/17/92

Not
Applicable

N 06/30/I 992 DEFAULT ENTERED ON THE COMPLAINT OF GOLDEN GATE
FURNITURE, INC. AGAINST DEFENDANT CELLA JONES

Not
Applicable

http://icrns.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenumber=RS20904&courtcode=R... 7/10/2006
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06/30/1 992

06/30/1 992

06/30/1 992

N 06/30/1992

REQUEST TO ENTER DEFAULT ON COMPLAINT OF GOLDEN
GATE FURNITURE, INC. FILED AS TO DEFENDANT CELLA
JONES

DECLARATION OF DAVID MENDEZ FILED RE: ATTORNEY FEES

DECLARATION OF EDWARD VEGA FILED RE: RULE OF 78

JUDGMENT ENTERED BY DEFAULT ON 06/30/92

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

ON
06/30/1 992

03/1 6/1 992

03/1 6/1 992

03/1 6/1 992

DECLARATION OF EDWARD VEGA FILED RE: NO ORIGINAL
CONTRACT

COMPLAINT FILED. SUMMONS ISSUED

CASE ENTRY COMPLETED

DECLARATION OF EDWARD VEGA FILED RE: VENUE FOR
PERSONAL AND FAMILY OBLIGATIONS

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenumbex=RS209048zcourtcode=R... 7/10/2006
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Home
Pending Hearings

Complaints/Parties Actions
Case Report

Case CIVRS29243 - THOMAS VS JONES

Move To This Date

~lliewed Date

04/22/1 994

04/18/1994 9:00
AM DEPT. 02

03/21/1 994

03/21/1 994

03/21/1 994

03/21/1 994

03/21/1 994

Action Text

RETURNED WRIT OF POSSESSION ISSUED TO CONTRA
COSTA COUNTY RETURNED WHOLLY UN SATISFIED

UNLAWFUL DETAINERS NOT DISPOSITIONED OR IN THE

SUMMONS FILED ON COMPLAINT OF JIMMIE THOMAS

PROOF OF SERVICE FILED ON COMPLAINT OF JIMMIE
THOMAS AS TO DEF ENDANT CELLA JONES WITH SERVICE
DATE OF 03/05/94

DEFAULT ENTERED ON THE COMPLAINT OF JIMMIE THOMAS
AGAINST DEFENDANT CELLA JONES

REQUEST TO ENTER DEFAULT ON COMPLAINT OF JIMMIE
THOMAS FILED AS TO DEFENDANT CELLA JONES

JUDGMENT ENTERED BY DEFAULT ON 03/21/94

Disposition

Not
Applicable

Vacated

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

N

N

03/21/1 994

03/04/I 994

03/04/1 994

03/04/1 994

WRIT OF POSSESSION REAL PROPERTY ISSUED TO CONTRA
COSTA COUNTY

UNLAWFUL DETAINER COMPLAINT FILED (UNDER $10,000).
SUMMONS ISSUED

DISPOSITION DATE FOR U.D. SET FOR 4/18/94 AT 9:00 IN
DEPT. 02

CASE ENTRY COMPLETED

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenumber=RS29243kcourtcode=R... 7/10/2006
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((+cg

Home
Pending Hearings

Complaints/Parties Actions
Case Report

Case PROMSP02-00013 - ESTATE OF OTIS C ANDERSON

Move To This Date

~lliewed Oate

08/01/2006 11:00
AM DEPT. 61

08/01/2006 11:00
AM DEPT. 61

08/01/2006 11:00
AM DEPT. 61

06/27/2006 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

06/27/2006 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

06/27/2006

06/27/2006 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

06/26/2006

05/04/2006 11:00
AM DEPT. 61

05/04/2006 11:00
AM DEPT. 61

05/04/2006 11:00
AM DEPT. 61

05/03/2006

05/03/2006

05/03/2006

04/28/2006

04/07/2006

04/04/2006 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

Action Text

HEARING RE: FULL AND FINAL ACCT AND PETN FOR FINAL
DIST FILED ON 05/03/06 BY ANGELA L ANDERSON

HEARING RE: O.S.C. RE SUSPENSION OF POWERS 8 WHY
FUNDS SHOULD NOT BE DEPOSITED W/COURT FILED ON
09/27/05 BY ANGELA L ANDERSON

SPECIAL SET HEARING ON: COMPLIANCE REVIEW SET BY
D61 ON 9/22/05 IN P04-01621

HEARING RE: FULL AND FINAL ACCT AND PETN FOR FINAL
DIST FILED ON 05/03/06 BY ANGELA L ANDERSON

HEARING RE: O.S.C. RE SUSPENSION OF POWERS & WHY
FUNDS SHOULD NOT BE DEPOSITED W/COURT FILED ON
09/27/05 BY ANGELA L ANDERSON

CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING RE: MINUTE ORDER
DATED 6/27/06 SENT TO O'ELLA JONES, ROBERT MOORE

SPECIAL SET HEARING ON: COMPLIANCE REVIEW SET BY
D61 ON 9/22/05 IN P04-01621

DECL OF ANGELA ANDERSON RE PICTURES TO BE ENTERED
INOT EVIDENCE OF DAMAGES 8 THEFT OF OTHER PROPERT

HEARING RE: FOR COMPENSATION FOR FORMER ATTY FOR
ANGELA ANDERSON FILED ON 02/16/06 BY ROBERT MOORE

HEARING RE: O.S.C. RE SUSPENSION OF POWERS 8, WHY
FUNDS SHOULD NOT BE DEPOSITED W/COURT FILED ON
09/27/05 BY ANGELA L ANDERSON

SPECIAL SET HEARING ON: COMPLIANCE REVIEW SET BY
D61 ON 9/22/05 IN P04-01621

SUBSEQUENT PETITION FILED BY OTIS C ANDERSON

SUBSEQUENT PETITION FULL AND FINAL ACCT AND PETN
FOR FINAL DIST FILED BY %%X%

HEARING WAS SET FOR 6/27/06 AT 9:00 IN DEPT. 61

COPIES

ORDER RE PTN OF ROBERT MOORE FOR COMPENSATION
GRANTED/FILED

HEARING RE: FOR COMPENSATION FOR FORMER ATTY FOR
ANGELA ANDERSON FILED ON 02/16/06 BY ROBERT MOORE

Disposition

COMPLETED

Complete

Not
Applicable

Complete

Not
Applicable

COMPLETED

Complete

Complete

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

COMPLETED

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenumber—MSP02-00013kcourtco... 7/10/2006
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04/04/2006 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

04/04/2006 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

03/21/2006

03/06/2006

03/06/2006

02/27/2006

02/22/2006

02/16/2006

02/16/2006 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

02/16/2006

02/1 6/2006

02/16/2006 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

02/1 6/2006

12/30/2005

12/30/2005

12/29/2005 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

12/29/2005 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

12/05/2005 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

10/27/2005

09/27/2005

09/27/2005

09/27/2005

09/27/2005

HEARING RE: O.S.C. RE SUSPENSION OF POWERS & WHY
FUNDS SHOULD NOT BE DEPOSITED W/COURT FILED ON
09/27/05 BY ANGELA L ANDERSON

SPECIAL SET HEARING ON: COMPLIANCE REVIEW SET BY
D61 ON 9/22/05 IN P04-01621

COPIES

SUPPLEMENT TO PTN FOR COMPENSATION FILED

NOTICE OF HEARING ON PTN FOR COMPENSATION FILED D-

61 4/04/06 @ 9:00AM

COPIES

CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING RE: MINUTE ORDER
DATED 2/16/06 SENT TO ANGELA L ANDERSON

ROBERT MOORE ADDED AS A PARTY

HEARING RE: O.S.C. RE SUSPENSION OF POWERS 8 WHY
FUNDS SHOULD NOT BE DEPOSITED W/COURT FILED ON
09/27/05 BY ANGELA L ANDERSON

(U.J.) NON PARTY SUBSEQUENT PETITION FILED BY
PETITION FOR COMPENSATION FOR FORMER ATTY

(U.J.) NON-PARTY SUBSEQUENT PETITION FOR PETITION
FOR COMPENSATION FOR FORMER ATTY FILED BY

SPECIAL SET HEARING ON: COMPLIANCE REVIEW SET BY
D61 ON 9/22/05 IN P04-01621

HEARING WAS SET FOR 4/04/06 AT 9:00 IN DEPT. 6'I

SUBSTITUTION OF ATTORNEY FILED. THOMAS V. ROLAND
SUBSTITUTES OUT AS ATTORNEY FOR O'ELLA JONES AND IS
REPLACED BY PRO/PER

UPDATED CASE TO CHANGE ADDRESS 8 TELEPHONE
NUMBERS OF PARTY C'ELLA JONES

SPECIAL SET HEARING ON: COMPLIANCE REVIEW SET BY
D61 ON 9/22/05 IN P04-01621

HEARING RE: O.S.C. RE SUSPENSION OF POWERS 8 WHY
FUNDS SHOULD NOT BE DEPOSITED W/COURT FILED ON
09/27/05 BY ANGELA L ANDERSON

HEARING RE: O.S.C. RE SUSPENSION OF POWERS 8 WHY
FUNDS SHOULD NOT BE DEPOSITED W/COURT FILED ON
09/27/05 BY ANGELA L ANDERSON

CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING RE: MINUTE ORDER
DATED 9/22/05 IN P04-01621 SENT TO ANGELA L ANDERSON

EX-PARTE APPLICATION FOR INSTRUCTIONS RE PETITION
FOR COMPENSATION FILED BY ANGELA L ANDERSON

EX-PARTE APPLICATION INSTRUCTIONS RE PETITION FOR
COMPENSATION FILED BY ANGELA L ANDERSON

HEARING WAS SET FOR 12/05/05 AT 9:00 IN DEPT. 61

ORDER (INTERIM) SETTING HEARING, CITATION TO BE
ISSUED, SUSPENSION OF POWERS OF ANGELA ANDERSON
FILED

*DELETED*,SPECIAL SET HEARING WAS SET FOR 9/29/05 AT

COMPLETED

COMPLETED

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Complete

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Complete

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

COMPLETED

COMPLETED

Complete

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenurnber=MSP02-00013kcourtco... 7/10/2006
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Next 50

II09/22/2005

09/22/2005

09/1 5/2005

09/15/2005

09/15/2005

09/09/2005

08/23/2005

08/01/2003

05/1 9/2003

05/19/2003

A[9:00 IN DEPT. 61

SPECIAL SET HEARING WAS SET FOR 12/29/05 AT 9:00 IN

DEPT. 61

DECL OF ROBERT MOORE, FILED

$8,000.00 TRUST MONIES POSTED BY ANGELA L ANDERSON

RECEIPT FOR MISCELLANEOUS TRUST PAYMENT

SUBSTITUTION OF ATTORNEY FILED. ROBERT MOORE
SUBSTITUTES OUT AS ATTORNEY FOR ANGELA L

ANDERSON AND IS REPLACED BY PRO/PER

REQUEST FOR SPECIAL NOTICE BY MICHAEL G HERWOOD
FILED

NOTICE OF UNAVAILABILITY OF ATTORNEY VERNA J.ROSS
FOR ANGELA L ANDERSON FOR PERIOD 8-1-03 THRU 8-19-03
FILED

REQUEST FOR SPECIAL NTC - CELLA JONES 8 THOMAS V.
ROLAND

(PROBATE) WITHDRAWAL OF REQUEST FOR SPECIAL
NOTICEFILED BY THOMAS V. ROLAND

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenumber=MSP02-000138rcourtco... 7/10/2006
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:f~Fy&) .:,,::„-;,„-,,:=- '..i=:,:, ';,,ACtloll5

Home Complaints/Parties Actions
Pending Hearings Case Report

Case PROMSP02-00013 - ESTATE OF OTIS C ANDERSON

[ Move To This Date ]

)
Viewed I)Date

I II05/1 6/2003

I)05/16/zoo3

I
Iloz/18/z003

12/17/2002 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

12/17/2002 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

12/17/2002

))12/17/2002

)
I12/1 7/2002

12/1 7/2002

12/1 7/2002

10/31/2002

10/28/2002 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

10/28/2002 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

10/28/2002

10/25/2002

10/09/2002

I)10/09/2002

II10/09/2002

))Action Text

IIREQUEST FOR SPECIAL NOTICE BY O'ELLA JONES FILED

IIASSIGNMENT OF INTEREST IN ESTATE BY CELLA JONES

IIINVENTORY AND APPRAISEMENT - FINAL FILED

HEARING RE: AMENDED PETITION FOR PROBATE OF WILL
AND LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION W/ WL ANXD FILED ON
09/13/02 BY ANGELA L ANDERSON

HEARING RE: 2ND AMNDED PETN FOR PROBATE OF WILL;
LTRS TEST FULL IAEA FILED ON 10/09/02 BY ANGELA L
ANDERSON

VERIFICATION OF ATTACHMENT 8 TO 2ND AMENDED
PETITION FOR PROBATE FILED

IICOPY(IES) AND CERTIFICATION(S)

IILETl ERS TESTAMENTARY ISSUED/FILED

ORDER FOR PROBATE APPOINTING EXECUTOR FILED, WITH
FULL AUTHORITY, NO BOND REQUIRED

PROOF OF SUBSCRIBING WITNESS JENNIFER SPUNAGLE
FILED

PROOF OF PUBLICATION OF NTC OF PETN TO ADMINSITER
ESTATE FILED; DATES OF PUBLICATION: 010/1 3. 10/15, 10/22,
2002

HEARING RE: AMENDED PETITION FOR PROBATE OF WILL
AND LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION W/ WL ANXD FILED ON
09/1 3/02 BY ANGELA L ANDERSON

HEARING RE: 2ND AMNDED PETN FOR PROBATE OF WILL;
LTRS TEST FULL IAEA FILED ON 10/09/02 BY ANGELA L

ANDERSON

(PROBATE) WITHDRAWAL OF REQUEST FOR SPECIAL
NOTICEFILED BY THOMAS V. ROLAND, ESQ FOR CELLA
JONES

PROOF OF PUBLICATION OF NTC OF PETN TO ADMINISTER
ESTATE FILED; DATES OF PUBLICATION: 10/13. 10/15, 10/22,
2002

(PROBATE) PETITION/MOTION TO/FOR 2ND AMENDED PETN
FOR PROBATE OF WILL;LTS TEST FILED BY ANGELA L
ANDERSON

))NOTICE OF PETITION TO ADMINISTER ESTATE FILED

))HEARING WAS SET FOR 10/28/02 AT 9:00 IN DEPT 61

))Disposition

))Not Applicable I

))Not Applicable

))Not Applicable

DROPPED BY
COURT

GRANTED

Not Applicable

))Not Applicable

)) Not Applicable

Not Applicable

Not Applicable

Not Applicable

CONTINUED

CONTINUED

Not Applicable

Not Applicable

))Not Applicable

II I

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?courtcode=A8zcasenumber=MSP02-... 7/10/2006
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~ 09/1 3/2002~ 09/03/2002

08/23/2002

(U.J.) 1ST AMENDED PROBATE FILED OF ANGELA
AND ERSON FILED

HEARING WAS SET FOR 10/28/02 AT 9:00 IN DEPT. 61

ORIGINAL WILL EXECUTED ON 04/13/89 LODGED

DECLARATION OF ROBERT MOORE FILED RE: SELECTION
AND ENGAGEMENT OF MEDIATOR ROBERT BRORBY (EMP
DEADLINE 8/19/02)

Not Applicable

Not Applicable

Not Applicable~ 08/21/2002~ 08/20/2002

REQUEST FOR SPECIAL NOTICE BY VERNA JROSS FILED Not Applicable

LETTERS OF SPECIAL ADMINISTRATION ISSUED/FILED Not Applicable

08/19/2002 9:01
AM DEPT. 61

08/19/2002 9:01
AM DEPT. 61

08/19/2002 9:01
AM DEPT. 61

08/1 6/2002

08/14/2002

08/14/2002

08/08/2002 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

08/08/2002 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

08/08/2002

08/08/2002

08/08/2002 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

08/08/2002

07/29/2002

07/1 2/2002

07/08/2002 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

07/08/2002 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

06/28/2002

06/28/2002

HEARING RE: AMENDED PETITION FOR LETTERS OF
ADMINISTRATION, NO WILL FILED ON 06/28/02 BY O'ELLA
JONES

HEARING RE: LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION AND SPECIAL
ADMINISTRATION FILED ON 01/23/02 BY ANGELA L

ANDERSON

HEARING RE: PETITION FOR LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION
FILED ON 01/03/02 BY O'ELLA JONES

STATEMENT OF AGREEMENT OR NONAGREEMENT - NO
AGREEMENT

REQUEST FOR SPECIAL NOTICE BY THOMAS V.ROLAND
FILED

NOTICE OF CHANGE OF ADDRESS/PHONE NUMBER OF
ATTORNEY FIRM THOMAS V. ROLAND

HEARING RE: AMENDED PETITION FOR LETTERS OF
ADMINISTRATION, NO WILL FILED ON 06/28/02 BY O'ELLA
JONES

HEARING RE: LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION AND SPECIAL
ADMINISTRATION FILED ON 01/23/02 BY ANGELA L

ANDERSON

EX-PARTE APPLICATION FOR APPTMNT OF SPECIAL
ADMININSTRATOR FILED BY ANGELA L ANDERSON

EX-PARTE APPLICATION APPTMNT OF SPECIAL
ADMININSTRATOR FILED BY ANGELA L ANDERSON

HEARING RE: PETITION FOR LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION
FILED ON 01/03/02 BY O'ELLA JONES

ORDER FOR PROBATE APPOINTING SPECIAL
ADMINISTRATOR FILED, WITH LIMITED AUTHORITY, NO
BOND REQUIRED

PROOF OF PUBLICATION OF NTC OF PETN TO ADMINISTER
ESTATE FILED; DATES OF PUBLICATION: 02/01. 02/08, 02/15,
2002

(PROBATE) PROOF OF NTC OF PETN TO ADMINISTER
ESTATE SERVICE OF MAIL ON 07/09/02

HEARING RE: LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION AND SPECIAL
ADMINISTRATION FILED ON 01/23/02 BY ANGELA L

ANDERSON

HEARING RE: PETITION FOR LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION
FILED ON 01/03/02 BY O'ELLA JONES

(U.J.) 1ST AMENDED PROBATE FILED OF O'ELLA JONES
FILED

HEARING WAS SET FOR 8/08/02 AT 9:00 IN DEPT. 61

DROPPED BY
COURT

DROPPED BY
COURT

DROPPED BY
COURT

Not Applicable

Not Applicable

Complete

Complete

Complete

Not Applicable

Not Applicable

Not Applicable

Complete

Complete

Not Applicable

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?courtcode=Akcasenumber=MSP02-... 7/10/2006
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WAIVER OF ADMINISTRATORS BOND BY MARY COLLINS
FILED

Not Applicable

06/28/2002 NOTICE OF PETITION TO ADMINISTER ESTATE FILED Not Applicable

06/06/2002 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

06/06/2002 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

06/06/2002 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

HEARING RE: LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION AND SPECIAL
ADMINISTRATION FILED ON 01/23/02 BY ANGELA L

ANDERSON

HEARING RE: PETITION FOR LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION
FILED ON 01/03/02 BY C'ELLA JONES

HEARING RE: PETN FOR COURT DETERMINATION OF
PERSONS ENTITLED TO DISTRIB FILED ON 02/11/02 BY
O'ELLA JONES

Complete

Complete

DROPPED BY
COURT

06/06/2002 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

HEARING RE: PETN TO ADMIN ESTATE FILED ON 02/27/02 BY DROPPED BY
ANGELA L ANDERSON COURT

05/06/2002

04/23/2002 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

Next 50 Previous 50

DECLARATION OF ANGELA ANDERSON FILED RE:
RESOLUTION/CONTINUATION

HEARING RE: LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION AND SPECIAL
ADMINISTRATION FILED ON 01/23/02 BY ANGELA L

ANDERSON

Not Applicable

Complete

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?courtcode=Akcasenumber=MSP02-... 7/10/2006



PROMSP02-00013 Actions - Martinez Civil
r

Page 1 of 2

Home
Pending Hearings

Complaints/Parties Actions
Case Report

Case PROMSP02-00013 - ESTATE OF OTIS C ANDERSON

Move To This Date

~Viewed Date

04/23/2002 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

04/23/2002 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

04/23/2002 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

04/1 "I/2002 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

04/08/2002

03/26/2002 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

03/1 3/2002

03/07/2002 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

03/07/2002 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

03/07/2002

02/27/2002

Action Text

HEARING RE: PETITION FOR LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION
FILED ON 01/03/02 BY O'ELLA JONES

HEARING RE: PETN TO ADMIN ESTATE FILED ON 02/27/02 BY
ANGELA L ANDERSON

HEARING RE: PETN FOR COURT DETERMINATION OF
PERSONS ENTITLED TO DISTRIB FILED ON 02/11/02 BY
O'ELLA JONES

HEARING RE: PETITION TO ADMINISTER ESTATE FILED ON
02/27/02 BY ANGELA L ANDERSON

PROOF OF PUBLICATION OF AMENDED NTC OF PETN TO
ADMINSTER ESTATE FILED; DATES OF PUBLICATION: 03/09.
03/12, 03/"I 5, 2002

HEARING RE: PETN FOR COURT DETERMINATION OF
PERSONS ENTITLED TO DISTRIBUTION FILED ON 02/11/02 BY
C'ELLA JONES

PROOF OF PUBLICATION OF NTC OF PETN TO ADMINISTER
ESTATE FILED; DATES OF PUBLICATION: 02/01. 02/08, 02/1 5,
2002

HEARING RE: LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION AND SPECIAL
ADMINISTRATION FILED ON 01/23/02 BY ANGELA L

ANDERSON

HEARING RE: PETITION FOR LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION
FILED ON 01/03/02 BY O'ELLA JONES
STATEMENT OF ENTITLEMENT TO ESTATE DISTRIBUTION
SIGNED BY ANGELA L ANDERSON

HEARiNG WAS SET FOR 4/11/02 AT 9:00 IN DEPT. 61

Disposition

Complete

Complete

Complete

COMPI ETED

Not
Applicable

COMPLETED

Not
Applicable

Complete

Complete

Not
Applicable

02/27/2002 NOTICE OF HEARING ON PETITION FILED AMENDED - TO Not
ADMINISTER ESTATE (ANGELA ANDERSON) Applicable~ 02i26i2002

02/19/2002 9:00
AM DEPT. 61

02/1 5/2002

02/1 1/2002

02/1 1/2002

HEARING WAS SET FOR 3/26/02 AT 9:00 IN DEPT. 61

HEARING RE: PETITION FOR LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION
FILED ON 01/03/02 BY O'ELLA JONES

NOTICE OF/TO NON-APPEARANCE AND REQUEST FOR
CONTINUANCE FILED ON BEHALF OF O'ELLA JONES
PETITION TO/FOR COURT DETERMINATION OF PERSONS
ENTITLED TO DISTR FILED BY O'ELLA JONES
NOTICE OF HEARING ON PETITION FILED FOR COURT
DETERMINATION OF PERSONS ENTITLED TO DISTR (CELLA
JONES)

Complete

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?courtcode=Akcasenumber=MSP02-... 7/10/2006
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02/1 1/2002

02/1 1/2002

01/23/2002

01/23/2002

01/23/2002

01/23/2002

01/03/2002

01/03/2002

01/03/2002

01/03/2002

01/03/2002

01/03/2002

01/03/2002

Previous 50

DUTIES AND LIABILITIES OF PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE 8

ACKNOWLEGEMENT OF RECEIPT, SIGNED BY CELLA JONES
FILED

OBJECTION TO APPT OF ANGELA L. ANDERSON AS
ADMINISTRATOR

SUBSEQUENT PETITION TO/FOR LETTERS OF
ADMINISTRATION 8 SPECIAL ADMINISTRATION

HEARING WAS SET FOR 3/07/02 AT 9:00 IN DEPT. 61

OBJECTION TO APPOINTMENT OF PETITIONER FILED BY
ANGELA L ANDERSON

NOTICE OF PETITION TO ADMINISTER ESTATE FILED

PETITION FOR LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION WITH NO WILL
FILED.

REFEREE MGH IS ASSIGNED

CASE HAS BEEN ASSIGNED TO DEPT. 61

CASE ENTRY COMPLETE

COLOR OF FILE IS YELLOW

HEARING WAS SET FOR 2/19/02 AT 9:00 IN DEPT. 61

NOTICE OF PETITION TO ADMINISTER ESTATE FILED

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?courtcode=A&casenumber—MSP02-... 7/10/2006



CONTRA COSTA SUPERIOR COURT
725 COURT STREET; DEPT. 61

MARTINEZ, CALIFORNIA
COMMISSIONER DON EDWARD GREEN

PROBATE CALENDAR AND TENTATIVE RULINGS
DATE: 06/27/06

1.A. ( -1.C.) TIME: 9:00 CASE 0 MSP02-00013
ESTATE OF OTIS C ANDERSON
RE'OMPLIANCE REVIEW SET BY D61 ON 9/22/05 IN P0441621

9-22-05 Court ordered Personal Rep to file a petition for distribution or status report within 30
days and set for hearing on 12-29-05. See 1.B.

Parties:
ANGELA L ANDERSON
C'ELLA JONES
OTIS C ANDERSON
ROBERT MOORE

Attornevs:

ROBERT MOORE



1.B. TIME: 9:00
ESTATE OF OTIS C ANDERSON
RE'ULL AND FINAL ACCT AND PET'N FOR FINAL DIST
FILED ON 05/03/06 ANGELA L ANDERSON

CASE ¹ MSP02-00013

Need:
1. Petition verified. PrC g 1021. CCP g 2015.5. CRC 7.103

2. Proof of mailing (special notice) to Michael G. Herwood, Verna J. Ross, and Cella
Jones.

3. Declaration to state when action under IAEA (with Notice of Proposed Action) was
taken, when and to whom notice was given, whether notice was waived by anyone
and whether any objections were received. CRC 7.250

4. Accounting that complies with PrC g 1060 et seq. Need, e.g., [a] balanced summary
of account, [b] beginning balance matching l&A, clarification re income — Sch. 1 states
"no known receipts"; Sch. 3 lists $49,489.27 "Disbursements of Income", [c] revised
schedule of disbursements, showing payee and purpose for each, [d] schedule of
gain/loss, and [e] clarification as to property on hand — bank name, address and
account number where $93,010.73, noting that petition states (page 3, line 24) that
"petitioner has $0.00 in her possession. Proceeds were disbursed to the only living
heir/beneficiary pursuant to the Will, on or about 07/28/2005. Note that 5/4/06 ct.
ordered petitioner to complete the schedule of disbursements with date, payee,
purpose and amount.
Authority for petitioner's allegation that she is the only beneficiary. The will leaves "the
estate in equal shares each to my daughters; CEOLA ANDERSON, and ANGELA
ANDERSON, to share and share alike." Ceola Anderson predeceased the decedent,
but is survived by C'Ella Jones and Mary Collins. Petition to determine entitlement

6.
7.

filed 2/11/2002 by C'Ella Jones alleged that she and Mary Collins are the sole
beneficiaries (because Angela Anderson is not a child of the decedent), but this was
dropped from calendar without resolution.
Property tax certificate filed. PrCg 8800(d)
Verified declaration by petitioner to clarify the Inventory & Appraisal referred to in this
petition as filed on 12-4-03 ($142,500) — which does not appear in the court file or on
ICMS. The I&A in the court file was filed on 2-8-03 ($ 180,000).
Verified declaration by petitioner to show calculation of statutory fee base as required
by CRC 7.705 (based on 2-8-03 I&A).

Proposed order



CASE 0 MSP02-000131.C. TIME: 9:00
ESTATE OF OTIS C ANDERSON
RE: O.S.C. RE SUSPENSION OF POWERS 8 WHY FUNDS SHOULD NOT BE

DEPOSITED W/COURT
FILED ON 09/27/05 ANGELA L ANDERSON

Angela Anderson is ordered to appear.
Proof of Service of citation on Angela Anderson as ordered 9/27.

History: 12/17/2002 petitioner (represented by Robert Moore) was appointed as executor
with no bond. The Order 5 Letters issued 12/17/2002. IB A showing $ 180,000 realty was
filed 2/18. 9/9/2005 substitution of attorney form filed, showing Robert Moore being relieved
as attorney of record and Angela Anderson proceeding in pro per. 9/27 ct. denied Robert
Moore's application for in camera review and directed that he file a petition for compensation.
Ct. also suspended Angela Anderson's powers. Ct. directed that Robert Moore serve a
citation on Angela Anderson requiring that she appear 12/5. 12/5 Mr. Moore appeared and
matter was cont. to 12/29.

12/29 Angela Anderson acknowledged having spent the money. The court advised her that
ct. may impose sanctions of $ 132,584.43.

05-04-06 court ordered Angela Anderson to appear at the 6-27-06 hearing.



cella jones 07/05/2006 12:20 PM

Hints Advanced Search

Life isn't fair... but vve're workinq on it.'"
You are here: Fairness.corn & Community member

Services C8l l8 jOllBS
Browse Resources

~ Search Resources A member of the Fairness.corn community since October 22, 2005
~ Read Interviews

Message Boards E-mail cella jones: Email address is hidden.
Log Off
My Settings

Biography:

(Search )
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FAQ (Answers to
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About Fairness.corn
Contact Us

. Conditions of Service
Privacy Policy
Advisory Board
Acknowledgements

Help Out
. Volunteers Welcome

Internships
. Sponsors
. Donations

Tell A Friend

i was in the middle of a probate for my gradfathers house in richmond california. my
family moved to richmond california in 1965 from texas, dad, moms, older sister,
myself age 4, my dad taken away, by police shortly after arriving in california,
accused of child molestation, i never saw him again. we move in with my grandad
and mommy essie, (my great grandmother), live with them for four years, (in the
property in question), until my moms get her own place, my mores die in 1996,
before her dad (my gradad), my gradad dies in 2001. i probate property because
relatives come like vultures, my gradad brothers come, a cousin come claiming she
is his daughter because she has the same last name of my grandad, and my mother
referred to her as her little sister because she felt all alone here in california without
husband and friend, not knowing no one grew up in the south, only lived with her
dad a short period of time when she was 9 years old. while probating this property
my gradads house was broken into, cars stolen, credit cards stolen, important
documents stolen. now i'm trying to get my youngest son returned because i was
accused of a lier, i'm also accused of child molestation of my youngest child, like
father like daughter i guess. make a long story shorter, property taken and sold, i'm

not given nothing from the sale. either way it goes, if a will is left or not. now i'm

without my dad, my moms and one out of five of my children are gone, i'm being
treated like a decendant of a slave, is it only because i'm from the south or because i

have the last name jones.

Please send your comments and suggestions to the Webmaster.  copyright 1999-2006, Fairness.corn LLC.
Fairness.corn is a service mark of Fairness.corn LLC. All rights reserved.

http://www.fairness.corn/shared/community-member7user id=37293 Page 1 of 1



MOTION OF THK ALLIANCE OF ARTISTS AND
RECORDING COMPANIES TO DISMISS SOUND

RECORDING COPYRIGHT OWNERS CLAIM
ATTACHMENT 18



Name Search Results- Page 1 of 1

Home

Name Search Results

Party /Vamp ~Type Case Name Category Case Number Filed

c„)

JONES, PLAINTIFF
JONES VS WARNER-

CELLA LAMBERT
PRODUCT
LIABILITY

CIVMSC03- 10/29/200302759

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civilnames.asp?deflastname=JONES%bus=Nkdefmi... 7/10/2006



CIVMSC03-02759 Actions - Martinez Civil Page1 of2

Home
'ending Hearings

CornpiaintsiParties
Images

Actions
Case Report

{pgg'ase

CIVNISC03-02759 - JONES YS WARNER-LAINBERT 8~4:eez. — P
Ce ~;+-

Move To This Date ]

)
Viewed ((Date

08/26/2004 7:00
AM DEPT. 05

03/05/2004 7:00
AM DEPT. 05

01/23/2004

01/14/2004

01/14/2004

IIAction Text

CHECK FOR STATUS OF REMOVAL TO FEDERAL
COURT

CHECK FOR STATUS OF REMOVAL TO FEDERAL
COURT

NOTICE OF FILING WAIVER OF SERVICE OF SUMMONS
ON D EF WARNER-LAMBER COMPANY LLC FILED

QUESTIONABLE SERV, SUM/COMPL, ON JERROLD
OLEFSKY, ONLY NOT AND ACKNOW OF RECE BY
JOSEPH C LEE ATTY

NOT AND AKNOW OF RECEIPT, SUM/COMPL FOR
JERROLD OL EFSKY BY JOSEPH C LEE, ATTY, 12-22-03

JJIDisposition ](image
f

VACATED

CONTINUED

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

01/05/2004

01/05/2004

01/05/2004

01/05/2004

01/05/2004

01/02/2004 7:00
AM DEPT. 06

01/01/2004 11:11
AM DEPT. 05
01/01/2004 11:11
AM DEPT. 05
12/30/2003 8:30
AM DEPT. 06

(U.J.) FIRST APPEARANCE FEE PAID BY WARNER-
LAMBERT COMPANY LLC

CONTINUED RECEIPT

NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF CASE TO FEDERAL COURT
FILED

PLACED ON CLERK'S CALENDAR FOR 3/05/04 AT 7:00
IN DEPT. 05

CASE DISPOSITIONED BY REMOVAL TO FEDERAL
COURT

CHECK FOR PROOF OF SERVICE

DEFAULT DEPARTMENT WAS CHANGED FROM 06 TO
05.

DEFAULT DEPARTMENT WAS CHANGED FROM 06 TO
05.

CASE MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

VACATED

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

VACATED

12/30/2003

10/29/2003

10/29/2003

CASE REMOVED FROM COURT S CONTROL DUE TO
JCCP 4122 ACTION PENDING IN LOS ANGELES HAVING A ljcabl
BEEN FILED/ENTERED INTO

CASE MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE WAS SET FOR
12/30/03 AT 8:30 IN DEPT. 06
CLERK'S TICKLER TO CHECK FOR PROOF OF
SERVICE WAS SET FOR 1/02/04 AT 7:00 IN DEPT. 06

II II II I

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenumber=MSC03-02759&courtco... 7/10/2006
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1 0/29/2003 PARKE-DAVIS, PFIZER INC, JEFFOLD OLEFSKY ADDED Not
AS A PARTY Applicable

1 0/29/2003

1 0/29/2003

1 0/29/2003

1 0/29/2003

1 0/29/2003

COMPLAINT FILED. SUMMONS IS ISSUED

CASE HAS BEEN ASSIGNED TO DEPT. 06

CASE ENTRY COMPLETE

COLOR OF FILE IS GREY

COMPLEX LITIGATION DESIGNATION FEE ON
COMPLAINT OF CELLA JONES PAID BY CELLA JONES

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

Not
Applicable

http://icms.cc-courts.org/iotw/CIVIL/civildetails.asp?casenumber=MSC03-02759@courtco... 7/10/2006



Page 1

1 of 1 DOCUMENT

IN RE REXULIN PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION

04 CV 6438, DOCKET NO. 1348, C 03 - 589632

JUDICIAL PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION

2004 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 16646

August 6, 2004, Filed; August 19, 2004, Filed; August 20, 2004, Entered in Civil
Docket

SUBSEQUENT HISTORY: Complaint dismissed at, in
part In re Rezulin Prods. Liab. Litig., 331 F. Supp. Zd
196, Z004 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 15868 (S.D.N.Y., Aug. 13,
2004)

nl Warner-Lambert Company, Parke-Davis,
and Pfizer Inc.

PRIOR HISTORY: In re Rezulin Prods. Liab. Litig.,
223 F.R.D. 109, 2004 US. Dist. LEXIS 11271 (S.D.N.Y.,
June 21, 2004)

DISPOSITION: [*1] Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. f3 1407,
these actions transferred to Southern District of New
York and, with consent of court, assigned for inclusion in
coordinated or consolidated pretrial proceedings occur-
ring there.

JUDGES: BEFORE WM. TERRELL HODGES,
CHAIRMAN, JOHN F. KEENAN, D. LOWELL
JENSEN, J. FREDERICK MOTZ, ROBERT L.
MILLER, JR., KATHRYN H. VRATIL AND DAVID
R. HANSEN, * JUDGES OF THE PANEL. JUDGE
KAPLAN.

* Judge Hansen did not participate in the decision
of this matter.

OPINIONBY: Wm. Terrell Hodges

OPINION:

TRANSFERORDER

Presently before the Panel is a motion, pursuant to
Rule 7.4, R.P.JP.ML., 199 F.R.D. 425, 435-36 (2001),
by plaintiffs in the 278 actions listed on the attached
Schedule A to vacate the Panel's orders conditionally
transferring the actions to the Southern District of New
York for inclusion in the Section 1407 proceedings oc-
curring there in this docket. The manufacturing defen-
dants nl oppose the motion and favor inclusion of these
actions in the centralized pretrial proceedings.

[*2]

On the basis of the papers filed and hearing session
held, the Panel finds that these actions involve common
questions of fact.with actions in this litigation previously
transferred to the Southern District of New York, and
that transfer of these actions to that district for inclusion
in the coordinated or consolidated pretrial proceedings
occurring there will serve the convenience of the parties
and witnesses and promote the just and efficient conduct
of this litigation. We note that any pending motions to
remand to state court can be presented to and decided by
the transferee judge. See, e.g., In re Ivy, 901 F.2d 7 (2d
Cir. 1990); Uresti v. Prudential Ins. Co. of Am. (In re
Prudential Ins. Co. ofAm. Sales Practices Litig), 170 F.
Supp. 2d 1346, 1347-48 (JP.ML. 2001). The Panel fur-
ther finds that transfer of these actions is appropriate for
reasons expressed by the Panel in its original order di-
recting centralization in this docket. The Panel held that
the Southern District of New York was a proper Section
1407 forum for actions involving claims of liability for
allegedly adverse effects of Rezulin. See In re Rezulin
Products Liability Litigation, MDL-1348 (J. P.M.L. June
9, 2000) [*3] (unpublished order).

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that, pursuant to 28
US.C. 13 1407, these 278 actions are transferred to the
Southern District of New York and, with the consent of
that court, assigned to the Honorable Lewis A. Kaplan
for inclusion in the coordinated or consolidated pretrial
proceedings occurring there in this docket.

FOR THE PANEL:

Wm. Terrell Hodges

Chairman



2004 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 16646, *
Page 2

SCHEDULE A

MDL-1348 — In re Rezulin Products Liability Litigation

Central District of California

Moe Mintz, etc. v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, el al,
C.A. No. 2:03-8763

Sally Baldueza v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et al.,
C.A. No. 2:03-8764

Armando Moreno v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et
al., C.A. No. 2:03-8766

Emelia Thomas v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et al.,
C.A. No. 2:03-8767

Sharon Simmons v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et
al., C.A. No. 2:03-8768

Rebecca Velasquez, et al. v. Warner-Lambert Co.,
LLC, et al., C.A. No. 2:03-8812

Albert Mandakunian, et al. v. Warner-Lambert Co.,
LLC, et al., C.A. No. 2:03-8813

Susan Burch, etc. v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et
al., C.A. No. 2:03-8814

Mihran Karapetian, et al. v. tFarner-Lambert [*4]
Co., LLC, et al., C.A. No. 2:03-8815

Michelle Morales, et al. v. Warner-Lambert Co.,
LLC, et al., C.A. No. 2:03-8816

Davit Valian, et al. v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et
al., C.A. No. 2:03-8817

Christopher Brown, et al. v. Warner-Lambert Co.,
LLC, et al., C.A. No. 2:03-8818

Zepyur Shizmedzhyan, et al. v. Warner-Lambert Co.,
LLC, et al., C.A. No. 2:03-8820

Louis Rico, Jr. v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et al.,
C.A. No. 2:03-8821

Bernard Macko, et al. v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC,
et al., C.A. No. 2:03-8822

Elenora Carpenter v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et
al., C.A. No. 2:03-8823

Dennis Hagele v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et al.,
C.A. No. 2:03-8824

Svetlana Verbiyan v. JFarner-Lambert Co., LLC, et
al., C.A. No. 2:03-8825

Betty Jucevic v. JFarner-Lambert Co., LLC, et al.,
C.A. No. 2:03-8826

Virginia Manoogian v. tFarner-Lambert Co., LLC,
et al., C.A. No. 2:03-8827

Armenia Manoogian v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC,
et al., C.A. No. 2:03-8828

Lusin Meneshyan v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et
al., C.A. No. 2:03-8829

Ozan Merjanian v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et
al., C.A. No. 2:03-8830

Susan Miles Kelley, et al. v. Warner-Lambert Co.

[*5], LLC, et al., C.A. No. 2:03-9155

Mary Ann Klemundt v, Warner-Lambert Co., LLC,
et al., C.A. No. 2:03-9156

Lesley Nunez, etc. v. JFarner-Lambert Co., LLC, et
al., C.A. No. 2:03-9160 Gail Rudolph, etc. v. Warner-
Lambert Co., LLC, et al., C.A. No. 2:03-9161

Richard Weber v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et al.,
C.A. No. 2:03-9163

Ben Smith, et al. v. tFarner-Lambert Co., LLC, et
al., C.A. No. 2:03-9315

Maria Isabel Tellez, et al. v. Warner-Lambert Co.,
LLC, et al., C.A. No. 2:03-9586

Christine McDuffie v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et
al., C.A. No. 2:03-9588

Allen Altmark, et al. v. JFarner-Lambert Co., LLC, et
ai., C.A. No. 2:03-9591

Madeline Downey v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et
al., C.A. No. 2:03-9592

Jason Churder, et al. v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC,
et al., C.A. No. 2:04-71

Suzanne Hellstrom, et al. v. Warner-Lambert Co.,
LLC, et al., C.A. No. 2:04-96

Robert Rockett v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et al.,
C.A. No. 2:04-97

Richard Hunt v. JFarner-Lambert Co., LLC, et al.,
C.A. No. 2:04-384

Loraine Hoyt v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et al.,
C.A. No. 2:04-386

-A2-

Daniel Gordon, etc. v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et
al., C.A. [*6] No. 2:04-387

Linda Goode v. JFarner-Lambert Co., LLC, et al.,
C.A. No. 2:04-407

Shirley Kendricks, etc. v. JFarner-Lambert Co., LLC.
et al., C.A. No. 2:04-413

Ronald Decaro v. tFarner-Lambert Co., LLC, et al.,
C.A. No. 2:04-414
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Don Church, et al. v, Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et
al., C.A. No. 2:04-416

Wendell Walsten v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et
al., C.A. No. 2:04-417

Rache/ Felix v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et al.,
C.A. No. 2:04-473

Marilyn May, et al. v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et
al., C.A. No. 2:04-639

Virginia Kirby v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et al.,
C.A. No. 2:04-641

Anna Roughton v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et al.,
C.A. No. 2:04-708

Lynda Daley, etc. v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et
a/., C.A. No. 2:04-482

Yvonne Schwartz v. JFarner-Lambert Co., LLC, et
al., C.A. No. 2:04-488

Loretta Zourek, et al. v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC,
et al., C.A. No. 2:04-506

Robert Smith v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et al.,
C,A. No. 2:04-507

James J, JFil/ette, et al. v. Warner-Lambert Co.,
LLC, et al., C.A. No, 2:04-508

F/orene Wimbush, et al. v. Warner-Lambert Co.,
LLC, et al., C,A. No, 2:04-509

Daniel Gormley, et aL v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC,
et al., C.A. No. 2:04-512

Charles Sutter, et al. v, Warner-Lambert Co., LLC,
et a/., C,A. No. 2:04-543

Hope Romero, et al. v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC, et
al., C.A. No. 2:04-544

Brent Van Dyke, [~7] et al. v. Warner-Lambert
Co., LLC, et al., C.A. No. 2:04-584

Richard Glomb, et al. v. Warner-Lambert Co., LLC,
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Girardi &, Keese
1126 Wilshire Boulevard
Los Angeles, CA 90017-1904

Paul Gelb
Kaye Scholer, LLP
1999 Avenue of the Stars
Suite 1700
Los Angeles, CA 90067-6048

Peter Gezoukian
Girardi & Keese
1126 Wilshire Boulevard
Los Angeles, CA 90017-1904

Petros Gezoukian
Girardi &, Keese
1126 Wilshire Boulevard
Los Angeles, CA 90017-1904

Thomas V. Girardi
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Girardi k Keese
1126 Wilshire Boulevard
Los Angeles, CA 90017-1904

Terrell Law Group
223 25th Street
Richmond, CA 94804

Susan M. Hack
Higgs, Fletcher k Mack
401 West A Street
Suite 2600
San Diego, CA 92101-1406

Liza I. Karsai
Kaye Scholer, LLP
425 Park Avenue
New York, NY 10022

Pierce ODonnell
O'Donnell 4 Shaeffer
550 S. Hope Street
Suite 2000
Los Angeles, CA 90071-2007

Gregory J, Owen
Owen, Patterson k Owen
23822 West Valencia Blvd.
Suite 201
Valencia„CA 91355

Matthew B. Owen
Galloway, Lucchese, Everson k, Picchi
1676 North Carolina Boulevard
Suite 500
Walnut Creek, CA 94596-4183

Pfizer, Inc.
235 East 42nd Street
New York, NY 10017
Belynda B. Reck

O'Donnell 8'c Shaeffer
550 [*23] S. Hope Street
Suite 2000
Los Angeles, CA 90071-2007

Howard A. Snyder
Howard A. Snyder Law Offices
15165 Ventura Blvd.
Suite 400
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403

Dina L. Taulli
Cotkin, Collins Ec Ginsburg
P.O. Box 22005
Santa Ana, CA 92702-2005

Reginald Terrell

Michael J. Trotter
Carroll, Kelly, Trotter, Franzen & McKenna
111 West Ocean Boulevard, 14th Floor
Long Beach, CA 90802-4643

INVOLVED JUDGES LIST

DOCKET NO. 1348

IN RE REXULIN PRODUCTS LIABILITY
LITIGATION

Hon. William H. Alsup
U.S, District Judge
Phillip Burton U.S. Courthouse
Box 36060
450 Golden Gate Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102-3489

Hon. Phyllis J. Hamilton
U.S. District Judge
Phillip Burton U.S, Courthouse
450 Golden Gate Avenue
Box 36060
San Francisco„CA 94102-3489

Hon. Anthony W. Ishii
U.S. District Judge
5408 U.S. Courthouse
1130 'O'treet
Fresno, CA 93721

Hon. Martin J. Jenkins
U.S. District Judge
Phillip Burton U.S. Courthouse
Box 36060
450 Golden Gate Ave.
San Francisco, CA 94102-3489

Hon. Manuel L. Real
U.S. District Judge
U.S. Courthouse
312 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA [*24] 90012

Hon. Dana M. Sabraw
U.S. District Judge
U.S. District Court
4290 Edward J. Schwartz U.S. Courthouse
940 Front Street
San Diego, CA 92101

Hon. Gary L. Taylor
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U.S. District Judge
1053 Ronald Reagan Federal Building k U.S. Court-
house
411 West Fourth Street
Santa Ana, CA 92701-4516

Hon. Bernard Zimmerman
U.S. Magistrate Judge
Philip Burton U.S. Courthouse
450 Golden Gate Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102

INVOLVED CLERKS LIST

DOCKET NO. 1348

IN RE REZULIN PRODUCTS LIABILITY
LITIGATION

Jack L Wagner, Clerk
5000 U,S. Courthouse
1130 0 Street
Fresno, CA 93721

Richard W. Wieking, Clerk
Phillip Burton U.S. Courthouse
Box 36060
450 Golden Gate Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102-3489

Sherri R. Carter, Clerk
G-8 U.S. Courthouse
312 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Sherri R. Carter, Clerk
Ronald Reagan Federal Bldg. k U.S. Courthouse
411 West Fourth Street
Santa Ana, CA 92701-4516

W, Samuel Hamrick„Jr., Clerk
4290 Edward J. Schwartz Federal Building
880 Front Street
San Diego, CA 92101-8900



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Breanna Dietrich, certify that on this August 1, 2006, a copy of the foregoing "Motion
of the Alliance ofArtists and Recording Companies to Dismiss Featured Artists Subfund
Claim" was served, by overnight mail, UPS, on the following party:

~BH.Distrioh

C'ella Jones
676 9 Street
Apt. B
Richmond, CA 94801


